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Fujftini Presbeute Difcurfus de Faure Legationis Statuum Imperii, 
Eleutheropoli, Anno 1702. 1. ¢. A Treatife of the Rights of 
the Embathes of the Princes of the Empire. By Fuftin Pref: 
beuta. Printed at Evewtberopolis, 1702. In &* Pages 316, 


HE Publifher of this Book has thought fit to. con- 
ceal in the Title-Page, the Name of the Author and 
of the Place were it-was printed; calling it Eveuthe- 
ropolis, which fignifies a free City , that we con- 

jeture to be fomewhere in Germany. The Perfon of opr Au- 
thor difguis’d under the name of Fu/tim Presbeuta is no lefS ob- 
fcure. But the Publifher of this Book affures\us he isnot now 
living; and adds, that this Treatife was composd before the 
Treaty of Ry/fwick, and, in all probability our Author had been 
employ’d in fome famous Embaflic. it’s certain he was a Ger- 
man and good Proteftant, fince he frequently declares his Coun- 
try ; and his Religion may be plainly perceiv’d, by his defending 
the Proteftants and accufing the Papifts. He ts much beholding 
for his Materials to Grotiws, Viquefort, and Gee. Gulpifins, whe 
treated on this Subject before him, though he often sefutes 
them, and trygpently very much) to the purpofe;. He dex. 
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if'an Acitattador go beyond his Pomehs, bis hee is not oblig’ 
to ratifie what he hath concluded... But j it's not40 .as.to his Se- 
eret Iiftru€tions,. The Ambaffador that Contraveens.shem: is pus ; 
nifhable, but the Treaty that he harh- fign’d is not therefore nal}, 
anid’ void: if it-was- not agreed before, or exprefly os. tacithy,.de- 
dav’d, that they fhould not bg oblig’d by, the reaty,; till after i ” : 
Ratification. 

The Privileges of Anthaffadors are very contiderable and. ras 

“r. They, Buh’ to be protected et all Iofultss. and that: 

Ade eitaee’ is common to Ambafladors, Envoys, and all other Pub- 
lick Miniftets. In 1651, the States- General declar’d by. -Edigt,. - 
that they extended that Privilege to.the meanelt ‘Agent : -Bur: ‘this: , 
Edi€t does not bind other Nations. | 

“An Ambaffador that hath receiv’d an Injury, ought; for ape Sie» Hoy 
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Tigtor, without our cwllgciving it, it can proceed: Foca: nothin 
Vat, frotrr thé! Brheriab Matter: ¢: ‘the. Properties: of ‘whith ,have | 
been fo Jearnedly: explained by M. De/rartes)) which hy. the inde. 
finite Sézilinels, af: its: Parrsmay infinuate itdelf into the fthallett 
Cornets of the. Body. withour our ‘perceiving it,! and whofe: rapid 
Motion is tet to.turn.upfide down: rhe moit. folid. Bodies, 
and. »to di the Hastie of tholé that are mot ‘tmly 
united. os bm 
This curious strait & which the Westen have; fo. much - 
negletted and. the Explicarion. .of: which. shath einer fo. much 
trouble to the moft famous Moderns, acknowlédges no. other 
prime Caufe then the Etherial Matter, which. varioully agitates 
the Particles of foft Bodies or: rise acelin as itfinds them 
difpos’dito: favonr, or retard. its P. I think«then, jfays.our 
Author,:that this Matter. atts on the dies which ferment, when 
they-have in. them Elves: the, Difpofition which determines. that 
Matter to:.aGt:onthem...;H¢ makes this: Difpofiiion rosconfilt in 
. the Facility, that certain Bodies turnith to.che Etherial Matter to 

fthro®them, without /lofing,but.very-little ofits Motion 5 the 
Confervationio which is.yety: preansti which: aneeaaaD 
deavour; when. it. finds {uch Matter, to movesiesfelf, ithe: 
fat-asit:cab, «which its would- not do,. were: is, not.conti 
pafh'd forward, » and. oblig’d to advance. ot | 
tora which: follows; dt. without. 




































_ -¥¥o Che Mohs oF Che Le 4k vz v, 
Therefore we are not to wonder, if thefe finall Globes whick 
drat aftér’em the fermentative Bod , and: whofe Determinations 
are oppofite, ‘caufe an univerfal Trou le ‘in the Bodies -where they 
are, it ‘they jart with one another, and ptoduce fometimes Heat 
arid: fometimes Vapours : And if they caufe’ f6' great Rarefactis 
ons in the Subje&ts where they are, the force of the Etherial Mat- 
ter is fo great, and the Effort whiclr all the Bodies make each of 
them to preferve themfelves in their natural State , { thatsthis 
‘Matter, in order to perpetiate ‘itifelf in irs Motion; abways' fécks 
for thole Bodies to which iticommiunicates leaft Motign.’ -. 

In order to anfwer all Doubts thar. this ‘éafineS of Motiot is 
not the fole Caufe which induceS the Erherial “Matter to make 
fuch great’ Efforts, we need only’ to obftve, that in the Fetmen- 
tation rat the new Wine, which is the Example before-mention’d, 
this: —_ aon: as foon’ as the Particles, which have the ne- 
ceffary Difpofition, are — enough ‘and floating in the: Li. 
yer Bocca then ‘the Etherial’ Matter communicating mich 
lefs of its Motion , ‘when “it sin fmall fermentative Bo- 
dies. which fwim. in. the new ‘weet Wine; then to, the aqueous 
Particles ‘of that Liquor, forms by ticets and. nd tele thesabove-men- 
tion’d finall ‘Globes:: ‘i Ay ap ge 
_. if aty one'demand a Reafor: wwby tle Beherial Matter:com: 

murticates'TefS of its*Motion when it moves about ‘thefé fermen- 
tative {mall Bodies, than tothe orher® Parts’ of the ; our 
Author anfwers, That’ Motion preferves it felf fo much the more, 
by how much the lef it diffipates’ ic Rif in a folid Body 5/-aiid 
that confequentlyit preferves it fe1f more in thofe: fermentative 
littlé Bodies, which we know’ tobe Very* fotid,, fines they often 
refift ftrongly’ the’‘a&tion ‘of Fire atid the Sun, whichsbeyond’ all 
contradi€tion, are the ftrongeft Agents ‘in’ Naturé, and ate, befides, 
very weighty’, and it is the'litle Bodies of this Natute that pre- 
cpt themfelves into the bottom of theT'dn’in vaft quantities. 

If any ‘deny ‘thef@ ‘fmall Bodies. thus» ¢oagulated; popes hd 

call Tartar, tohave been the fole ‘Caufe toderermine the Aion 
of the Etherial: Mattes, as hath been -before-exp lain’d,: avai 
tend that thefé Bodies fo coagulated had. Dale the lealt ‘h 
it, that fiece they Were precipitared, it’s a” go that maiden 
Matter chasd them dway “as: Obitacles-to its 
A€tion of that: Matter deafed) after feyeral ofits 
Bodies were diffiparéd, in ‘form’ of Stnéak anualamiaee 
Bodics whole préfence determin’d the Etherfal Matter oa 
@:: 
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and: that the lightmefs of thefe Bodies overturns our Author’s 
Hypothefis; to this hy anfwers, that we know, the Nature of thelé 
Bodies »which: ditipated in Smoke; Vapours,. or inféntible .Purti- 
cles‘ dufiag: the tranfmautation of the new. Wine by the Analy fis, 
or Diffalurion..which .we have, made of, thofé that remained, 
Thati Analyfis teaches us that they are Sule and Sulphureous, 
fiom whenee-ir’s evidenr, that thofe that are evaporated, were 
of the. fame Nature, and we may prefiume that therefore they 
die not-.fly away, but when by meeting with the. little Globesy 

feveral Pagricles were bruifed and reduced into lack forall ‘Quant 


tities, that being lighter i /pecie then equal’ xe acrial 
Particles, they have lef refitted the Action'‘o ial-M it- 
ter.than the aerial Lumps, and by that means raife ‘themfeLves 


above-the Liquor. 

Our: Author thinks alfo that. the Fermtientation aid. not ceale, 
but by -the mixture which is made of feveral| earthly ayes 
with-thofe.that are falt, becanfe then the Difpofition of the for 
nver not fobfitting any . longer, the Ethereal Matter abated by lit 
tle. and little its start 

‘The Goagulums wh ich-are a y. the Union’ of the Sait of | 
Tartar, and Fhe Spi it of Virriols Nitre, ©. the Spitit of Wine... 
with the-Spirit, of Uttine,, which are kown ‘to every » hap 
pens--always to the mutual Action of tne Tab ee 
the Difpo : that they» had oblige pak! “Matter to A: 











and-:to eompot oa Ssiies, b We rae i file fe Lamps 
geneous i¢s that open . the ‘eS OF the ¢ Lumps 
which proves unanfwerably, that. the Fi tion. © cgi 

am lu. 


Wine-doth not ceafe, ‘but. y the Introduction ea the: 
rities into the fabRance of Fermentative {which 
away: from ‘the-Etherial Matter the eafinefS it foun 4 
them,- in the-fathe nanner’ as-we perceive fevetal i 
dies, ‘and fometimes even. vifible.ones caufés ‘Amber and Spanifh: 
Wax.to lofe. their attractive Vertue, and we reftore.them that 
Property when we purifie them from ftrange Bodies, by rubbing 
thoie attra€tive Bodieg.with a Gloth, or other Stuff. capable to. . 
clean their Surface. 

Moreover if we confider tle Nature of Soot, we cannot de- - 
hy that: ‘the-finall Bodies of new Wine, that elevate themfelves 
in the Air.-during the Fermentationyare falt and fulphureous ; . 
if we confider.that Soot, which :has. the fame re{pett to Smoke, . 


as.the Tartar’ hath to the Vapours of Wine, _fays a 0 
iy. 
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thor, is of the- fame. nature ‘as the moft fubtile fmoak, which 
lofing i its agitation by little and lirde, ftops in the Tunnel of the 
Chimney, aud there fixes in {mall Concretions. Bu this Soot 
contains much Salt and Sulphur, as well as Simoak, which makes 
us cough and caufes difficulty of breathing, by a Sulphureous and 
Salt Principle ; we cannot doubt of, the selation of the Vapours 
of new ine, the Smoak of Wood, Coals, &%c.. if we confider 
the Narcotic Virtue of the one and the other. 

So then,fince after ghe diffipation of feveral Vapours,we find the 
Fermentation to ceafg: We may probably attribute this Change to 
the mixtwiQTOE jagethly Particles with the Salt , as alfothe dif- 

of, L Salt and ipl ipinhnisoss Lumps, which haye 
been of e¢ or blown into t 

~ Our Author adds, that the Experience of Chymi its further cd. 
firins his Hypothefis ; and, fays he,.do they pot ob ober erve every day, 
that by 4 how much the mote a Salt j is xd by fo. ue the, moi 
i, he FSFE ORRCIOD SR ufes,, but as.this § des 
notes. a, ck folidity, this natarall Wn fA: OU Author, proves 
"so © he, tha Be. Oe part of thele Pie 
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Salomonis Cellarii, Medicine Licentiati, Origines €° A ntiquitates 
Medica, &c. i. €. The Original and Antiquities of Phyfick. By 
Salomon Cellarims, Licentiate in Phyfiex. Printed at Hai/ in 
Saxony, by Chrift. Henckett, the Univerfity Printer, 1702. ‘In 
12°" Pages 61, 


Ts this Treatife our Author gives us the Opinion of the An- 
cients on Apollo and Minerva, wich relation to Phyfick, and 
treats of Show te and Chiron, of the Children of E/culapins, of 
the different of Phyficians, of the Exercife of the Body and 
Change Of Air,and of the Eftate and-Dignity of a Phyfician. As for 
Apollo, our Author affirms him to be the moft ancient Phyfictan 
that Antiquity makes mention 6f  Ca/limachws in a Hymn in Ho- 
nour of Apolio, Tays, it was this God taught Phyficians how to 
drive away Death: Eu/ebius de Preparit. Evangel, Cap. ‘t. Lib.3. 
fays Apollo*was'fo call’d from” the Greek word ‘Amtavor; which 
lignifies Cha/er ot Driver away, becaufe Apollo pafs'd for the Dii- 
ver away of Difeafés. The Oath of ‘Hippocrares begins thus, I 
Swear by the Phyfician Apollo, &c. “Which (hows-that that God 
Was really thought to be the firft Auchor-of Phyfick; fince in’this 
Outh he is call’d the Firft:': Euripides fays it was from Apollo 
that Kyculdpius atid his Defcendants receiv’d Phyfieal Receipts. 
Wherefore he is‘call’d by the fame Euripides, in his Andi-omaobe, 
itd sme, whith” fignifies Phyfitian. Pindar affares us, that it-was 
Apollo who diftributed ‘to Men ‘the Meédicines‘proper to ‘cite 
Difeafes. "The Latin Poets {peak in the fame manner. Ltorace 
fays that Phebas by his faving Art heal’d Bodies inhrmby Dit 
eafes. . Ovid in the firft Book of his Metamorphofis, making Apol- 
/o fpeak, puts thefe Words into his Mouth; The Invention of 
Phyfick is mine oywn, throughout the World, I am call’d the 
Helper, the power Of Herbs is committed to me. It’s for this 
Reaton that at Rowe in time of a Plague, they devoted a Temple. 
to Apollo for the publick Health, according to Livy, wae. 25. ° 
The fame Titus Livius, Lib. 40. Cap. 51. makes mention of that 
Temple, and calls ic the Temple of the Phylician Apollo, Cirern 


F fff Epift. 











594 The Mlowks of eb eaaneo; 
Epift. Lib. 14. Epift 7. writing to his Wife Terentia, confirms: 
this Opinion, I have, fays he, caft up much Choler this Night, I 
found my felf eas'd immediately, fo that FE fanfie some’ God bith 
been my Phyfician. Therefore do you return Thanks to that God 
with your tufual Piety ; I mean that you fhauld give Thanks to 
Apollo and Efculapius. Minerva alfo is reckon‘d amongft the 
Greeks and Romans io be very powerful in the Cure of Difeéafes, 
Wherefore, according to Paufanias, the was furnatn’d Aygea, 
vytede, a Greek word which fignifes Health. There was: alfovat 
Athens, according to the faid Paxfanizs,'a Statue which was 
call’d the Statue of Pwonian Minerva, i.e. Minerva the Curet 
for the word Pwanian, or. the Greck euenG, fignifies. one that, 
rettores. Health, who. is fit to. cure Difeafes. As for E/culapime 
and.Chiron, the firft is the: moft noted; he’ was thé Son of Apoli, 
and learn’d Phyfick from his Father ; or, if we may believe Pin- 
dar and Apollodorus, he f{tudied it under Chirom the Centaur, by 
cider of Apo//o. But, however that be, he made fo great a pro- 
grefs. in. the practice of that Art, that not only the Romans, bat 
the.Greeks themfelves, among{t whom he was born, look’d on 
him after his death as a. God. We find in Livy, at the end of 
the roth Book,.and in the Epitome of the 11th, that the Ro- 
Mans befng afflicted with the Plague, ordered the Deputies to- 
bring them from Epidaurus the Statue of E/culapius ; that ‘the. 
Deputies at their deburking, having found.a. Serpent in their Ship, 
brought him away quickly, becaufe they thought the they 
fought. was hid. under the form of that Serpent. The iftorian 
adds, that at their return, the Serpent efcap’d into’an Ifle in the 
Tiber , and thereupon the Romans refolv’d:to.confecrate a Tem- 
ple to Elenlapins in that fame Place, We. may. confult Valerius 
Maximus, Lib. 1 Cap. 8, and Ovid Metamorphofis, Lib, 25.~ The 
Poets.and Mythologifts, in order to fhow that E/cu/apms curd 
the moft virulent Difeades, faid he raisd the Dead. Appolodorus 
gives us a Lilt of the Difeafes curd by. E/cu/apius, The mott 
famous of all, and the moft celebrated by the Poets, is that of 
Hippelytus.. Lattantius gives us in few words the Hiftory of Efew- 
lepius. Why, {ays he, thould £/cu/apiusy whole, Birth was A- 
polle’s Crime, attract. Divine Honours? Was it-noc for’ having 
our’d Hippolytus ¢ Theh his Death is more glorious than his Life, . 
fince. he. deferv’d. to be kilfd with. Thunder by Fupiter. The. 
Senfe of this Paflage is.cafily, underftood, if we confider what. 
Appolodoris. hath. wrote on, this. Thundering, viz. that it se | 
j | the . 
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the eflect of Fupiter’s Jealoufic, who would not have Mortals 
learn from Efcu/apius, fo Divine an Art as Pbyfick was. 

The Scholiaft on Przdar pretends on the contrary, that E/cu- 
lopius was Thunder-ftruck, becaufe he was corrupted with Money 
to re,core sepens to Life. But be.that how it will, E/culapr- 
ws after his Difcafe was reckon’d amongft the Gods. Erénepbe: 
nes {ays they numbred him amongtt the Conftellations under the 
name of Orphiuchus, We cannot doubt of the Credulity of Peo- 
[7 in thinking E/cv/apius to be a God, after fo many Temples, 

edals and Infcriptions dedicated to his Memory. The moft 
famous Temples confecrated to E/culapius were that of Epideu- 
rus, which Pliny mentions, Hi/?. Nat. Lib, 4. Cap. §. that which 
was called Acbaicum between Patras and Dimen, according to 
Strabo; that. of the Ifle of Co, fo fatal to Turu//ius, one of the 
Murtherers of Ca/ar, according to Valerius Maximias ; that ‘of 
Cyrene, Cyrenaicum ; that called Lebenaum in the le of Crete, 
according to Paufanias ; that of Perxgamos, according’ to Herodi- 
an , that of Rome, in an Ifle of the Tyber, according to Livy. 
As for the Infcriptions in Honour of E/calapius Gruterus hath 


thefe following. 


“Efculapio, Hygew, & ceteris Diis F Deabut, ' 
Deo LE fculapio & Hygew, Confervatoribus,: 
Deo FEfculapio F Dew Hygea. 


The Title of Confervator or Saviour was-the ordinary Elogium 
of Efculapius. As for Coins, the learned’ M. Spanbeim ob- 
ferves, that in the Ifle of Co there was a Coin whereon Efcula- 
pias was called the Saviour, and on a Coin of Amryra, menti- 
on is made of Games, inftituted in Honour of E/culapius ‘the 
Conférvator. : 

_ The Figure, under which they honoured Efcaleplaes, was’ that 
of a Man with a long Beard, which gave rife to'the Railléry of 
Dionyfius the Tyrant, who, after he had caus’d E/ca/upius’s Gold 
Beard to be brought him, gave this reafon for ir, that it“did not 
become the Son of a Father without a Beard, to have fuch a 
-big one. The Simbol of Efcu/apius was a Serpent or Dragon 
about a little Rod, as may be feen by feveral Medals, and by the 
Teftitnony of Ovid Metamorph. Lib. 5. The Serpent was alfo 
the Simbol of feveral other Gods, becaufé of, the Vigilance, Pru-. 


dence and other Qualities attributed to it. The reafon why this 
riTrT's Symbol 
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Symbol was given to E/cwlapius is, according to fome Authors 
this, That this Animal changing its Skin every-Yearand receiving | 
new Vigour, is an Image of the wonders that Phyfick hath done, 
Others pretend that the Brazen Serpent may perhaps have given 
rife to that Cuftom ; and our Author gives us feveral Authorities 
for the fame. Then he fpeaks of Chirex the Centaur, the Chil: 
dren of E/cu/apius, and. explains as much as poflible all that is. 
moft obfcure relating to them, that is to be-found in. Antiqui- 
ty : Then he proceeds to the feveral Se€ts of Phyficians, and gives 
us the Particulars of them. very Learnedly. ‘Then he-fhows us - 
the Advantage we receive from the Exercife of the Body, and re- 
lates the Example of Cicero,-who by means of a Voyage to A/iz, 
corretted the feeblenefs of his Conftitution; which before was fo 
great, that it was thought he could not be able.to fuftain the Fa- 
tigues of the Bar. . 

As for what regards the Dignity of a Phyfician, our Author ob- 
ferves that among the Arhenians, it was exprefly forbid to Slavés 
-and Women to practice Phyfick. He adds, thata Woman aif 
guis'd in Man’s Habit, having learn’d -Phyfick from Herophilus, 
exercisd her Art with fo much fuccefs, that fhe was cited into. 
the Areepagus by the Phyficians, for contraveening the Laws of 
the Country; and as {he was about to.be condemn’d to the Pu-. 
nifhments: allotted in that Cafe, the Women of Quality which 
fhe had curd, came running inwa heap and fav’d her, crying to 
the Judges, You-are not. Husbands but Barbarians, to defign to. 
condemn this Woman for faving our Lives. ~ x. 

It’s probable our Author would have publifh’d feveral other 
Learned Works, if untimely death, ‘which fnatch’d him away’ at 
aq Years of Age, had not depriy’d the Learned World of that 
Happinefs, 238 be i . | 
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Sea Karreorum Differtationibus aliquor Hiftorico -Philologicis fic 
adambrata ut é Codicibus Manufcriptis ut plurimum, Ortus pro- 

— greffus ac Dogmata ejufdem precipua cruta; Compareamt, &c. 
i. The Original, ProgrefS and Principal Opinions of the Se& 
of the Karaites, fet forth in fome Hiftorico-Philological Dif: 
fertations. ‘The whole collected from ancient Manufcriprs, 
by M. John Godfrey. Schupart. Printed at Jena, 1702. In 
4°, Pages 186. af 


HE ancient Sews were divided into feveral Se&ts; much ‘dif- 
fering from one another.. The moft confiderable were that 
“of the Phari/ees and that of the Sedducees. Each of thefe Se&s 
had not only. their particular Tenets, but they did not agree on 
the fame Principle and Rule of their Faith. The Phari/ees al- 
ledg’d the written Law to be infofficient, and therefore had te- 
courfe to Tradition, as well to fupply the Defetts of the written 
Law as to determine the Senfe. The Sadduces on the contrary 
“SejeCted all Tradition, and kept only to the’ writen Law, The 
Fews, which at this day: dwell in Lithuania, Conftantinople; Cairo, 
and feyeral other: Places of the Eaft, are: alfo divided into two 
. ‘Faétions, as to the Rule of their Faith. Thofe which we call 
Rabbinifts, from the Hebrew word Rab, which fignifies: Maffer, 
adhere mightily to Traditions, and, according to them, God him- 
felf was the Author of them. He gave them to Mofeson Mount 
Sinai, as well as the written Law, and they have been tranfmitted . 
to Pofterity by an uninterrupted Succeffion.. They add, that the 
written Law is like a Body without a Soul, and that it’s from 
Tradition that-it derives its Life and Spirit. The Karaites, fo call’d - 
from the Hebrew word Kara, which fignifies: to read, know-no » 
other Rule of their Faith but the written Law, they read it very 
diligently, without heeding that Colleétion of Traditions call’d » 
the Tz/mud , but, on the contrary, look upon them as a confus‘d » 
heap of Rules invented by Men; and, confequently, have not the. 
fame Authority asthe written ‘Law. site 
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It’s the Hiftory of the Karaites, that M.Schupart undertakes 
to give us in this Volume. If we may believe the Karaites them- 
felves, they are the remainder of the ten Tribes that were carried 
away Captives by Sha/manezer ,and.it was amongft them alone 
that the Jewith Religion was preferv’d entire. M. Schupart finds 
no probability in this Opinion, ‘tho’ he owns that it’s very likely 
that fome ews of thefe ten Tribes return’d with the others: but 
fays, that they never-compos’d any Body Politick nor particular 
Se&t. They could not fo much as preferve the Diftin€tion of their 
Tribes, becaufe the publick Regifters, wherein they kept the Ge- 
nealogy, were all loft : So that fince the ie of the Karaités 
has no Foundation but a very uncertain Tradition, we ought to 


have no regard to it » and fo much the JefS, becaufé it’s contrary 
to the Principles of the Keraites themfelves. te 
The other Fews, which are call’d Rabbinifts, fay that the Ka- 
yaites at this day are the Difciples and Defcendants of the ancient 
Sadducees, ard that they difguis’d themfelves. under this new 
Name, that they might the moreeafily. broach their Doftrine, 
which the name of Sadducees had rendred odious. This Opinion: 
is that of the.two Buxtorfs, Hottinger, Carpzovius fome 
other Chriftian Dogtors.. Yet they agree that the Karaites do 
not.at this day maintain the pernicious Herefies of the Saducees ; 
they believe the Refurreftion of the Dead, the Rewards and Pu 
nifhments of the other World, the Exiftence of Angels, and that 
it is God who governs all by his Providence. 
.. Father Morin and M. Simon pretend that the Se& of the Ka- 
raites began about the Year of Jefus Chrift-704, about 60 Yeats 
after the Tulmud was finifh’d. They fay that a certain Rabbi 
ada, ot,according to others, Rabbi Keiara, having drawn fome 
ifions from the T'a/mud of Babylon, and defiring to‘have them 
receiv'd as Decifions of Faith, Arian and Saz/ his Son, who were 
two. famous Doétors in thofe Times, oppos’d it, and would not 
fuffer them to quote the Opinions of fome Doétors ; an Authori- 
ty, which, according to “them was due only to the Holy Scti- 
pture. Thus you have the Original of the Sect of the Karartes, 
according to thofe two famous Criticks. —- “ot 
M. Schupart finds fomething to obje&t againft all thefe various 
Syftems, and he brings Reafons and Authorities againft them. 
He fays againft Father Morin, that Rabbi Samuel Schullam, and 
Rabbi Abrabam Ben-lior, relate that Aran and his Son Saul te- 
ally join’¢ with the Keraites and ftrengthen’d that Sekt ; vee 
: plainly 
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plainly fuppofes that it was then in being, and that they were 
not the Authors of it. 

M. Schupart pretends that we may fay of the Se& of the Kv- 
raites, What fome Authors have faid of the greateft part of He- 
refies both Ancientand Modern. Their Original is very obfcure, 
and it’s not often poflible to mark the precifé time of their Rife. 
At firft they were only the Opinions of fome particular Perfons, , 
which afterwards became the Articles of their Faith... The Jews, 
fays he, were for a long time more zealous for their. Traditions 
than for the Law of God, as it appears by the Hiftory of the 
Gofpel. Yet there is no probability that they were all fwallow’d. 
up-by this Torrent. Some oppofed it without, entring into 
the ungodly Opinions. of the Sadducees. Some others diflem- 
bled, for fear of offending the Pharifees, who had much Cre- 
dit and Power, but when they. faw that the Colleétion of Tradi- 
tions were, if we may ufé the Expreflion, become-Canonical,. by. 
the Publication of the Falmud, they thought they. could not in 
confcience diffemble any longer. Aran and Saul openly ex- 
claim’d againft the pretended Impiety of the Traditionaries, and, 
drew after them a, great marly Followers.who-wrote againft them. 
The others on their part have always.thought the Karzites to be 
Hereticks, who have no Rule whereon.to build. what they-.are ob- 
lig’d to believe. | | 

This is nota proper Place to examine the Hiftory of M.Schz- 
part, nor to difcufS if it be poffible; that Herefies fhould grow 
and fortifie themfélves thus in an infenfible Manner. That hath 
been treated of at large by learned Divines of various Religions, 
and it would féem thar. M. le i has read them,’ and com- 
pos’d this Syftem of the Original of the Karuites, on the Opi-- 
nions of thofe which he. thought beft. 

Then. M. Schupart gives:us a Catalogue of the Books ofthe © 
Karaites. We are not to wonder that thefe Books are {carce, cf-- 
pecially in the Weft, where there are no Kerastes, fince there 
are but few of them to be found even in the Eaft, . The-Jews of 
this Se&t are {0 jealous of them that they communicate them to 
none. The greateft part of thofe. M. Schupart hath feen, were 
found at Byde, when that City was taken by the Imperialitts - 
They were atrerwardscarried to Drefden, and are now in the Li- 
brary of M. Siberus, The firft of thefe Books is by. Rabbi Aaron, . 
Son of Elias, who liv’d.about the Year 1360..0t  Jefus Chritt, 
It, contains an Explication of the Rites. in.the Law of Mofes - 

; in. 
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in 25. Treatifes., This Author ftrongly oppofes the Opinion of 
the Rabbinift Do€tors, aud amongft othersthat of Rabbi Aben-Efra 
and Rabbi Salomon. It is a Manuicript in Quarto. 

The fecond is a Literal Commentary on the Law of Mo/es, 

Intirul’d, The Crown of the Law. The Author, who is the fame 
that wrote the above-mention’d Book, keeps clofe to Grammar 
and endeavours as he explains the Propriety of each word, to find 
the true meaning of the Scripture; and M. Schapart fayshe often 
fucceeds very well. This Book is in Fo/zo. ) 
* There’ is another Book, intitul’d, The Tree of Life, which is 
by the fame Rabbi Aaron. The Author therein examines the 
Foundations of Religion, the Verity and Perpetuity of the Law 
of Mofes, and why the Divine Oracles were committed to the 
Jewifh Nation, the whole being according to the Principles of 
the “Karaites. 

The fourth Treatife M. Schupart fpeaks of, is intital’d, A Choice 
Book. t's by Rabbi Aaron, Son of Fofepbh, wiio liv’d about the 
Year of Chrift 1299. Its the fame Book that Father Morin has 
quoted in feveral places of his Works. The Copy that Father 
made ufé of, is in the Library of the Fathers of the Ordtory of 
St. Honorius’s Street. M. Schupart {peaks of fome other Books 
composd by the Jewifh Karaites: Rabbi Eli of Conftantinople 
compos’d one, Intitul’d, Evijah’s Mantle. Rabii Fudah wrote one, 
Intitul’d, the Gate of Fudab, which was printed at Coaftantinople 
in 1582. Rabbi Fefhua wrote tht Queftions that bear his Name. 
Rabbi Caleb Aba wrote on Marriage’ “Rebbi Laid and Rabbi Levi, 
Son of Fapher, explain’d the Precepts of tlie Law. There is 2 
Book, Inticul’d; ‘The Garden of Eden, .which is by Rabbi Aaron, 
Son of E/:above-mention’d. Rabbi Fé/hua, wrote a Commentaty 
on’ the Decalogue. There is onz of Rabb: Tobit, on the whole 
Law. The Karaites have. alfo compos’d Books on Grammar. 
Rablg Aaron, Son of Fofepb, compos’d one, Intital’d, The Per- 
fettion of Beauty, They have fome Controverfial Writings. Red): 
Fofeph, Son of Rabbi Mo/es, compos’d a Book, Intitul’d, The 
firm Cuy and Rabbi Aaron, Son of E/ione, which-he call’d, The 
Guard of the Faithful. Rabbi Aaron, Son of Fofepb, wrote the 
Dotfor of Aaron. Its a Treatife againft the Traditions of the 
Rabbinifts.. Rabbi Eli of Confiantinople, wiote-a Book of the 
Solemn Ordination.cf Pricfts ; and Rabbi Fofbua one of the Degrees 
of Confanguinity that are probibited to marry \n fhort, there is 
no Subject whereon the Kerastes havé not wrote; but as they - 
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are no where almoft but in the Ez/?, the greateft part of their 
Books. are written in, Arabic, Lurkyh, Tartarian, and other Vui- 
gar Languages of that Country. 

After this Catalogue M. Schuparr treats of the particular Opi- 
nions of the Keraites. -The firft of theié Opinions, -which is the 
Foundation of all the reff, is, that they reje& all the Glofles, 
Conftitutions‘ and, in a. word, all the Traditions, and apply them- 
felves folely to the written Law. It would feem, that according 
to this Principle, they fhould have very different Opinions from 
thofe of the other Fews, yet we do not find them differ much 
from the Rabbinifts in the Fundamental Points of Religion.. AH 
the Examples M. Schepart produces, prove only that they differ 
from the other Jews in fome Preceptsand-Pra€tices,as on what we 
may do or let ‘alone on the Sabbath«Day, on the Ceremonies of 
the Paffover,and other fuch-like things; in which the Karaite 
- Doétors themfelves do not always agree. Dhofe that detire to 
know more may confult the, Original. The Methodswhich the 
Karaites. follow in the Explication of the Holy Scripture, is al- 
moft the fame that fome Fathers of the Church taught, and moft 
Chriftians obférve. They. examine.the Terms and Conftruction 
of a Difcourfe by the Rules of Grammar, and follow the literal 
Senfe when it’s not contrary to Keafon, or fome other expre{s 
Text of Scripture; in. which cafe they have recourfe to Figute. 
When a Paflage feems.to-carry equally two Senfes, if thofe two 
Senfés are not contradictory, they hold them. both for good. They 
explain a difficult Place by one that is clearer. 

As for the reft, perhaps: it we were throughly inftrugted in the 
Affairs of the Levant, we might find as many Saducees. there, as 
Sociaians in other Countries.. The Karaites hold. for Holy 
Scripture, all the Books of the Jewifh Canon. Leo of Modena 
caus:d fome, Authors to’Err, by faying atter him, that they ac- 
knowledg’d only the Pentateuch: But the-learned Father Morin 
and M. Sida having read the Manufcript of Rabbi Agron, Son 
of Fofeph, obferv’d that that Keraite -Dottor, difputing againit 
other ews, relates not only Paflages taken out of the Bookof 
Mofes, but alfo from Prophets and otaer Canonical Books. 
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Prudentiz civilis  peritie rei militaris Exemplar, vita Feptha 
fortiffimi Hebraorum Imperatoris, &c. 1. e. The Life of Feptha 
that gallant Hebrew General, which may ferve.as a Pattern of 
Civil Prudence and Military Valour. By $ob. Facob. Schydr 
Reftor of the College of Franckfort am Main. Printed at 
Franckfort, 1702, In %* Pages 4o4. 


| Ont. Schudt’s Defign is to defend Feptha’s Honour, and to 
M jaftifie his Conduét againft the Accufations of a great num: 
ber of Authors and Interpreters of Scripture, Ancient and Modern. 
in the tirft place, as to the Birth of this Hebrew Judge, ir is cer- 
tsin he was the Son of Gadead, of the Tribe of Manaffe. But 
fince the Seripture adds, that his Mother was a debauch’d Wo- 
mai, our Author alledges, that the Hebrew word Zazap is not to 
be tranflated Meretrix or Har/ot,-as in’ the vulgar Tranflation, 
and that that word is fo far trom fignifying always a debauch’d 
Woman, that it frequently fignifies one that is chafte and of a 
secular Converfation ; but one of a low Birth and Quality, un- 
fuitable toher Husband, fuch as were ordinarily the Concubines. 
of the Hebrevs. From hence our Author concludes that: Fepthe 
was not indeed nobly born, in refpe&t of his Mother,’ and that 
according to the Law he was not to-have any joint fhare of his 
Fathers real Eftate, with his orher Brothers,the*Children of Wives 
lawfully married . But he is of Opinion, however, that it was 
an a& of Injuftice againft the Law of Nature, and the Cuftom 
of be ¥Yews, to chafe Feprhe out of the Family and his Father's 

Houfe. ; “ | | 
This Affront which Jepzha received from his Brethren, did not 
abate his Courage, but-on the Contrary, ferv’d only to fer his 
noble Qualities in a better Light. He-pur himfelfar the Head 
of a Company-of brave Men like himfelf -nor to plunder and rob, 
but to make Incurfions upon I/rae/’s Enemies. For thofe People 
being ar that time in a fort of Anarchy, the Ammozites refolved 
vo attack them. The Inhabitants of Gi/egd who were moft in - 
danger, fent Deputies to Fepiba, to defire him to defend them 
againft their Enemies.. He refus’d to agree to their Defires at. 
fit, and teproached them with their Cruelty in banifhing him ; 
uyr ag Tait yielding to their Intreaties, he agreed to defend them, 
Od 
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on condition that they would acknowledge him for their Prince 
and-Generak. Soon atter this Treaty, Fepibe fent Ambafladors 
to the King. of' the Ammonites, to demand a reaton for the Ho- 
ftilities he had committed on the Territories of I/rael. They pre- 
pared tor War on both fides. ‘Fepzha before the Battle made a 
Vow, that it-he obtain’d the Victory over his Enemies, the firft 
Thing that came to meet him fhould be the Lords, and he would 
offer it in\Sacrifice ; and as his only. Daughter was the firft that 
met him, -he rent his Garments; and the Scripture adds. that.he 
accomplith’d his Vow. It’s this Vow that is the chief Difficulty 
to be explained in the Lite of Feptha; and ::pon this, our Au- 
thor enlarges moft, and examines it.with the greateft Exaétnefs. 

He agrees that the moft ancient Interpreters are of .opinion 
that Fepsba’s Daughter was really facsrficed. Fonathan in his 
Chaldee Paraphrale, Jofepbus, Origen; St Feftin, Tertullian, 
St. Athanafius, Si. Ferome, St: Ambrofe, St. Auguflin, St. Chry- 
foftom, Theodoret, St. Epiphanies, Sudpuius Severus, and many 
others,aricient and -modern are of that Opinion. There be others 
both Jews and Chriftians, who on the contrary think that fhe - 
was not facrifie’d, but that fhe, was.confecrated to God in a par- 
ticular Manner, and {pent her Days inCelibacy and works of 

Piety, feperate from all. Converfation,. and,that Jeprha’s .Griet 
was occafioned from this,-that his rafh. Vow had depriv’d him of 
all hopes of Pofterity by his only Daughter. Our Author is of 
this Opinion, enquires into the Nature of the Vow and Sacrifice, 
and gives many Reafons to prove it to be impoflible, that 
Feptha’s Daughter fhould be facrificed, for which we.refer to the 

Book. it {elf.'; He-adds that the ancient Fathers and feveral_ mo- 

dern Writers did not ftri€tly enough confider the Terms of ep- 

tha’s Vow, they took the Hebrew Vax for the Copulative Particle 
and, as for the moft part it is, and tranflated ic thus, The fift 

Thing that-comes to mect me, fhall be the. Lords, and | will offer it 

in Sacrifice, whereas it ought to have been tranflated by the dif- 

junttive Particle or, and then it would have run thus. © The fi 

Thing which comes to meet me, foall be the Lords, or 1 will offer it 

in Sacrifice, Thus we are to tranflate this. Particle in feveral 

Places of Scripture, as for Example in that of the Law of Mo/es. 

Qui percuferit Patrem' Matrem, which we are to explain thus, 

Whofoever ftrikes his Father or Mother. And fo in other Places, 

Louis Capel, a famous Proteftant Critick, having examin’d all 
the Difficulties of the Opinion. of thofé who fay that. Feprba’s 

: : Gggg2 ° Daughter 
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Daughter was facrificd, thought it was not defenfible. Onthe 
other Hand, the fame Author thinks that- thofe who fay fhe was. 
Only feperated from Converfation, -and-conteerated-to-the Service! 
of God, will not he able to anfwer: the Difficaleies Oppos’d to’ 
them. So that he embraces a 3d Senttment,and pretends that-that 
Damfel being vow'd-by her Father in a Vow: which the Jews. cal} 
Cherem, or Anathema, they put her to death, without ‘offering her 
a Sactitice ; ; and fays ‘the Nature of this Vow was fuck-as necefiy-: 
ily required the Death or Deftrndtion of the: Phing’ vow’. Gar: 
Author anfwers, that Fepiba’s Vow is not called’ Cherem in Serip-: 
nite, bur Neidor, v:hich is the Generical Name of the Vive 
whereot Cherem is but a Species. He maintains that-the Things 
vow'd: by the-Cherem- were not always really deftroy’d; fince'they 
might vow thus, a Field or fuck -like*Things, which cannot be 
dettroyed ; the Deftragtion is-either Moral or Civil, 7. -ev The’ 
Application that was<made of it to- holy Ufes,: was fafficient on-. 
tuat Occafion, and. théncé perhaps it was*we had the Name of 
(Goods in Mortmain, becaule they were thought to be deftroyed 
in-refpet to all ordinary Ufes.’ The fate may. be faid of Peo-- 
ple‘confecrated by -this kind of Vow, it-was enough-that they 
were particularly applied to the Service of Ged, and in that cafe 
were civilly dead; was net*neceflary and ‘never’ ‘allow’d “by. 
the Jewith Law to kill: innocent. Perfons;-on: ‘pretence of having 
devoted them s-and if -there be fome few ‘Examples which feem 
%@ prove the contrary; they were authotiz’d by the Lawiof War, 
of by a: particular order-of God, who Mecaraniesiae Saints to de« 
trey certain Nations entirely. 
. "Fhere-remains nothiag fer to uftife Jeprbe from the Charge of 
pon again{t him by certain Inter of Scripture, who 
ie im of having maffacred 42000 Men of the Tribe of Epbra+ 
im, whe would not acknowledge him for their Prince, becaufe 
‘Re ‘ carried them not-out to the’ War againft the Ammonites: ./Out 
Sueher excefes him: by the neceffity he found himfelf under to. 
inow an Example of Severity-on freon, indondes: to retain the other 
‘Tribes in their -Daty, and ciel that-on: this occafions these :were 
meny innocent Perfons perifh’d, but fays it-was neceffary.to con- 
fam, the Quiet- of the ublick, and to extinguifh the ‘very nae Oe ; 
of a rebellien, -by. the death even of innocent Perfons.) Habet 
aitquid 6x iniguo omme magnum en ees pep ICT ute . 
daa pebtice rependitur, . 
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Burcardi Gottelfa Struvii, Antiquitatum Romanum Syntagma, five 
de Ritibas Sacris; Syftema abfolutius’: i.e. A Treatife of the 
Roman Antiquities: By Barcard. Gotthelfius, Struvius. Part I. 
Treating of the Roman Gods and Religion. Printed at Fena; 
1702." In4®. Pages64o. 


HE Authors that have wrote on the’ Roman Antiquities are’ 
- fo many in Number, that to give a juft Catalogue of 
them would make®@ handfom Volume, Father 7’ Abbe publifh’a’ 
a very’ “i one, which was printed the firft time at Paris int 
1651, in 8° and reprinted’ feveral times fince. Martin Hane- 
kius alfo compos’d one, which was printed ar Leipfe in 1669, 
ir 4” Tho’ thefe two Treatifes were done: very carefully, yet’ 
they may be enlarged’ confiderably.: | 


The chief Treatifes of thofe ‘that have wrote on feveral’ dif 
ferent Parts of the’Roman- Antiquities; have been’ collected: by’ 
M. Grevius; and ‘printed ‘not long ‘fiuce at Usrechr) in 12 Vor 
lames in Fo/io. This-Colle€tion is the latgeft ever yet publiftfd’ 
on the SubjeGt, and the Pieces that compofe it for ‘the moft part 
very excellent; nay;-fome of them were become’ fo ftatce that’ 
they were hard'to be found wherefore M. Grevius and thofe 
that were-at the Charge of that Impreffion, ‘did a great piece of 
Service to the Learned World. But that which is incommodious 
in iv is, that the’ greateft part of Learned Men have’ not where- 
withal to purchafe this vaft Treafure, fo that: it’s only. to~be’ 
found with particular Perfons that are very rich orn great tif 
braries. °' Moreover, thofe large Volumes: being) filf-with ‘very 
large Treatifes'and Différtations on each Subje&, the time thar’ 
mutt be'employ’d to read-them; and compare the often varying’ 
Opinions of Authors that have wrote on the fame Subietts, hin» 
ders many People ‘from'minding thet. It was to remedy thefé 
Inconveniences that M.Szruvims-undertook to give us 2 complear 
Syftém of the Roman Antiquities. He-propofes'to explain treres~ 

in-- 











686 Che Mohs of the Lean ve p; 


in at due length all that relates to that Subjett, avoiding all Di. 
{putes, and omitting all Learning, which is’not abfolutely necef- 
fary, or at leatt very ufeful for the underftanding fome Point 
of thefe Antiquities.. Several Authors-have gone before him in 
the fame Deiign. Paulus Manutius, Fuftus Lipfius, Ferome Vel- 
Jcbius, Rofinus, Kypyfingius, Father Cantel, and fome others, have 
publifh’d large Treatifes on the Roman Antiquities in General , 
but, according to. M. Straviws, there is none that can fatishe the 
Reader's Curioiity. : 


Our Author divides his Work into four Parts. In the firft he 
treats of the Roman Gods and Religion. The fecond will treat 
of their Laywa~and Civil Eftate. . The third. of War. -And the, 
fourth of their Oeconomical. Eftate. But. we can only give an 
Account of the firft at. prefent, our Author having..deferr’d the 
publication of the other three Parts till another opportunity. —~ 


In the firft Part, after he has diftributed the Roman Gods into 
their feveral Clafles ; he treats of their Names and Attributes, of 
the Form by which they reprefented them; of the Marks ney 
us'd to diftinguifh them by, &c." Then he treats of the Worfhip 
which they gave to their Gods, of the manner of preparing of the 
Sacrifice they offer’d to them, and of the Ceremonies they. ob- 
ferv’d in their Religion. From thence he proceeds to their Pray- 
ers; he relates their different Sorts and Forms; he treats alfo of 
Vows both publick and private, of the Temples, Attars, Games 
and Tables, call’d Table Votive, whereon they mark’d what they, 
ask’d of the Gods, what they had obrain’d, arid what they off, 
red them in acknowledgment of their ProteCtion. | 


After this, our Author treats of the Augural Science and Dif- 
cipline, and of all that relates to this Subje€t, which is very ob- 
{cure, he treats alfo of Oracles, and on that occafion ipeaks of 
the SyWills and the Writings attributed to them ; from thence he 
proceeds to the Prodigies, Lots, Witchcraft and all Magical Ope- 
rations. .Then comes the Religion of the Oath, its various Kinds, 
the» Places where they took the Oaths, and the Ceremonies ob- _ 
ferv'd on that. occafion, the various Forms of the Oath, the man- 
ms of Sweating before Judges, and Punifhment of perjar’d Per-_ 
: We 
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We have alfo feveral Treaties in this Volume, as that of the 

Roman Calendar, that of rhe Feafls, that of the Sacrifices and 

Veffels us'd therein, that of the Temples, Altars, Statues and 

Piefents offer’d to the Gods; and laftly that wherein is treated 
of Priefts, their Charges and Offices, 


M. Strgvias hath difpos’d the matter of his Book in excellent 
Order, and is 0 carefull when he {peaks of the Roman Rites and 
Caftoms, as to advance nothing without founding it on the Te. 
ftimony of fome ancient Author; and when thofe Proofs fail him, 
he has.recourfé to Medals, Infcriptions, sStatues and other Monu- 
ments, which he obferves efpecially when he is reprefenting the 
Form of the Gods, and the Marks which defcribe their Attributes. 
Every Body knows that on fuch Occafions, a Pi€ture makes us 
conceive the thing much better than along Difcoufe. It’s true, 
thefe Pittures might have been better defign’d, and more neatly. 
engraven, but that is not’ our Authors Fault, fince he could not 
find in his Country Perfons Ingenious enough for that End. 


M. Struvias. hath taken care in this Treatife; not to confound 
the Greek Rites with the Roman, which is a Fault, Servius, Do- 
natus, and fome ancient Grammarians, not to mention feveral 
modern-Authors, have not fo carefully ‘avoided. It’s true, that: 
the Roman Religion having received many Things from the. 
Greek, it’s no ftrange Thing, that we know not exactly thegdiffe- 
rence between them, yet they had both their particular Rites, - 
which we ought net to confound. Our Author promifes alfo to ex- 
plain the Greek Antiquities. He likewife engages to publifh thofe:. 
of the Chriftian Church, thofe of Egypt, Lombardy, Germany, and 
lafily, thefe of the Nations we call Barbarians. But thete are 
not to be expeéted till the three remaining Parts of the Roman 
Antiquities are finifh’d. . 


Our Author’s Style is concife and clear. It’s full of Quota- 
tious, tho’ all to the purpofe;, and our Author’ has:no tedious 
Digrefions to make us lote. fight of the Subjett The Matters 
are fo difpos’d that the Explication of that which goes before, 
helps us to underftand that which follows after, and that gives: - 
a new Light to the foregoing. _ Antiquaries will find here: a great 
number of Inferiptions, which will be fo much the more pleas: 
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fant, that oy a are to the Subjetts they belong to, there te. 


mains not the ‘Such as are not. fatistied with our 
Author's Eeplications at t at the end of each Article, may eafily 
tind how to fatistic themfélves elfewhere: For in the beginning 
of this Book our Author gives us a. Genera Library of all the 
modern Writers that have compos’d particular Treatifes on each 
of the Parts ofthe Roman Antiquities. This Library is care- 
fully collefted ; therein we have aoe when each a4 5 firft 
a Pd. the various Editions of it fince, and wh nae Re 
and belt belt, together with ¢thrt and ka®t Judgment on th a- 
ture of the Work. Befides this General Library, we have a par 
ticular one at the beginning of each Part of this Vo 


contains a Catalogue of all Books that treat of the Subje band 
led in that Part. 
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Sex. Aurelii Propertii Elegiarum Libri Quatuor, ad fidem Ve- 
-sterum’ Membranarum fedulo Caftigati, ¢. ¢. The Elegies of 
Sextus Propertitis iv four Books, faithfully Correfled fiom the 
» Wacien® Manufcripts : Inftrated with Notes, to which are annex’d 
“Three Indexes, the firft of which contains all the Words usd b 
Propértius: Amfterdam, Printed for Henry Wetften, Rod. 
and Geth. Wetften, H. FF. 1702. gro. Pag. 423. Sold by 
Thomas Bennet at ‘the’ Half- Moon in St. Paul’s Clurch-yard, 
London. 


Tho? there was in our laft Jome Account given of this 
Book. from the Foreign fournalifts, yet fince it has come 
to.our hands, we cannot think it Improper to give a 
farther Reprefentatiou of it, which we hope may not be 
anacceptable to the Learned World. 


= Publifher of this beautiful Edition of Propertius takes 
notice in his Preface, That tho’ this Poet was of great 
Repute among the Ancients, yet. when Learning and the Latin” 
Tongue began to revive, after fo long a time of Darknefs and 
Ignorance, he was but little regarded, and his Work never. 
came to the Light till about the middle of the Fifteenth Centu- 
ry, when a mufty worm-eaten Copy was found under fome 
Casks in a Wine-Cellar, as ames Sincerus Sanzarius tells the 
Story. Ever fince, it feems, the Learned have bent their Stu- 
dies not only to read, but alfo to endeavour to underftand the 
true Meaning, of that excellent Poet. After this, the Editor 
tells us, That it wonld have been no hard Matter to have Cor- 
rected the Errors that had ‘crept into feveral Copies of Proper- 
tiuss had it not been for a Set of ill-natur’d Men, who ftyle 
themfelves Criticks, and on whom he pafles a fevere Reflection. 
Then he informs us of the helps he received from Mannfcripts 
and Printed Copies, to reader this Edition more perfe@ than any 
other that has hitherto feen the Light, and all along makes his 
due Acknowledgements to thofe Learned Perfons who’ aflifted 
him in this Undertaking. 


; 


Hhhh After 
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After the Preface we have the Jodgments which feveral fs. 
mous Writers both Ancient and Modern have pais'd on Proper. 
sees and his Blecies. “Among the Teftimonies of the Ancients 
are reckon'd thofe of Oo, in his Art and Remedy of Love, 
and in feveral Places of his Tria, of At, Rebias Oaintilin ig 
the firft Chapter of the Tenth Baok of his Jeffiexcions of Oratery ; 
of Valeri Adertial in two of his Epigrams ; of Papinie: Ste 
sins In. one of his Poems;_of Pkey the fecond in two of his 
Eniftles ; of L. Apalejus 10 his Apology; andot L. Cecilins La 
SFanties Firamanws in the Sixth Chapter of the Second Book of 
his Divine Infticutions. As to the Moderns, the Editor fets 
e€own the Judgment pafs'd uponPrepertias by Julians Ca/ae Seal: gr", 
Adrian, Txrnebus, Fufius Lipfins, Andreas Schettus, Danieiblenfas, 
with abandance of other Authors, which we leave the Learned 
Readers to cenfulr at their Jeifure,. and to. judge which bas 
pafs'd the trueft Judgment onthe Poet. 

But to pafs from thefe Matters, and to come to the Elegies 
themfelves, of which it cannot beexpeced that we fhould give 
any Account, -fince:they are of tod Jong a ftanding, not to be 
very well Kaown by all who have made Poetry, ead the Know- 
ledge of the Latin Tongue their Study. A!) we think our felves 
engaged to do is to fay jomething of the Notes, which are hepe’ 
px: al] along under the Fext. In the general then, “tis te 

obferv’d, that they ferve either to illuftrate the Meaning, or 
20 fhew the various Readings of feveral Parts af the Text, as 
they are to be met with in jeveral Copies both Manuicript and 
Printed. Of thele Notes we will give’ you a few Inftances, 
which may ferve as a Specimen of all the ref. ; 

Ia the Second Elegy of the firft Book the Text runs thus, 
Er renue; Coa vefte movere finus? Upon the word C04, we 
have this Remark ; Thatin the Groningen Copy “tis read CE A, 
as it is alfo in the Fererian Edition of the Year 1475. ~ From 
whence Barthias fappofes, L. 9. Madverf. Caparo. That. Aldus 
Manutins was the frit who chang’d it into Cea, But it items 
this is a Miftake, fince in the firft Edition of the year 1474 
it was read Chea: However fill there were many, according 
to the Teftimony of Velfeas and Beroalds, who rather ec 
upon the Reading Cea, Pliny B. 4. Ch. 12. has thefe Words, 
Dein Ceos ab ca. tetidem, noftrs quidam adisere Ceam, Gree 
& Aydryfam. Ex bac soutien delicatiorem feminis veftem, ancier 
ef Marre. And again, B. 11, Ch, 22. where he treats concera- 

ing, 
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ing the Wearing of Silk-Worms, he has this Expreffiog: 
Prima eas vederdiri, rurfe {pee rexwere deve in Cre maber Pam- 
pla, l ata E lia, mem framdanda Gloria excogrtate Katienii, ut de~ 
redet Femumas PF efes. By thefe Paflages Of Pley, Was Afrrmelans 
induc’d to aflért, That wherever mention was made by the Poets 
ot Coan Garments, it ought to be read CF AN and not CO.AN. 
But others are utterly againit this Notion, and they have fome 
reaion for it, fince Pviey in the fame Place immediately adds, 
That there were Silk-Worms in the Ifland of Coes of whole 
Webs Garments were made, which even Men were not afhham'd 
to Wear, becaufe of their LightnefS in the Summer Seafon. 
You may confult farther upon this Subje&, feveral other Av- 
thors, fuch as Afnretus, Brodexs, Torrensizs, and Perer Fader. 
But after all, the Learned Selmafixs bas put ad end to the whole 
Controveriie in his Exercitations on Pliny, Pag. 143. Che, where 
by uncontefted Arguinents, he fhews, That wherever the Words 
Ceas Peffes are to be met with in Roman Authors, it ought ne- 
ver to be chang’d into Ceas; But however, that it is not 
altogether unlikely, but that the Caew Garments may likewil? 
be called Ceax. Not but that thefe two Iflands of Gees and 
Cees were different from one another, but only that Cees was 
formerly call’d Cea; according to that of Pliny, Neb lijime 
axtem in co fin Ces, ab Halicarnaffe guindecim mit. Palfium di» 
Pans, ciréxitu Centum, ut plures exifimant, Aderepe vecata : Cea, 
ut Stapbylus : _Adferepis, ut Dieryfixs: dein Nymphaea, ‘Tho’ Sai- 
mafixs leaves this point undetermin’d, yet Jebe Aardwie de- 
clares that in all the Manufcripts ’tis read CEA, 
In the Eighth Elegy of the fame Book, we have thefé Veries, 


Nam me non ulle pererunt corrumpere, Tada, 
Quin ege, Vita, tue Lumine vera querer. 


Upon which! Words the Note runs thus, ‘ That thisis a very 
* intricate paige, Scabiger reads it de te i of Tede, as the 
‘ formet Copies have ‘it, and in ‘that of Groping it is Thede, 
‘inftead of which, «AHerifixs has put Forme. ae, Scaliger 
“ makes the Second Verfe to end thus, Lumine acerba querar 
“which it feemts Scheppias by his In tion has render’ 
‘more obfture. So that after all, the Editor looks upon thi 
Text as the trie and “genuine Reading of Propertins. 


Hhhh 2 Again, 
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Again, in the Second Elegy..of the Second Book, are: thefe _ 
Verfes ; | 


Liber eram, & vacuo querebam vivere lecte:° 
At me Compofita pace fefelit Amor. 


Now for explaining what is meant by the Words Compofira 
pace, the Note informs us, That Pafferatius.is of Opinion that 
thereby we are to underftood thus much, vz. ° That after-a 
‘Peace was made up, Love affaulted me again by a Stratagem: 
That Compongre pacem does doubtlefs fignifie.to make up a 
Peace ; tho’ here the Peace that was made was merely feigned 
and pretended, and which had nothing of. reality in it, as 
Schoppius has rightly defcanted upon the Place. In this Senfe 
Cicero takes the Word Compofita, when he fays Accu/. 2. ix 
Perr. C. 22. Rem occulte inflitaunt: ad Verrem per ejus Inter. 
pretes defecerunt: ita Caufa Componitur, ut item. palaftrita Bidene 
fes petevent ab Epicrate hereditatem, quemadmodum paleftrita Sy 
| racufani ab Heraclio petiffent. In the fame Senfe likewife is the 
Word taken by the Author of the Dialogue de Orator. C. 12. 
where “tis faid, Vel_fimbec Fabulofa > Compofita videnur, illud 
certe mibi concedis Aper, Cc. Anfomus means the fame thing 
by it, when Epi. 24. he fays, 


Nec qua Compofitis malefuede credula Caufis 
Concinnat verifimilis fufpicio Culpas. 


In the Fourth Elegy of the fame Book, are thefe Words : 
Et Nobis. Aquila, Cynthia, ventus erit « | 


This the Note tells us is a very intricate Place, and which 
has perplex’d many of the Learned, whofe Opinions Paffera- 
tins has collected and given.us. by wholefale.. Salmafius in his 
Exerestation, ad Solin. Pag.745. has taken notice that this was 
the ufual way of Speaking Anfter ventus, Aquilo ventus for 
the Confirmation of which Notion he cites this very Verfe of 
Propertias, of the meaning whereof he adds nothing farther. 
And doubtlefs no queftion can be made of the propriety of this 
way of Expreflion; which is to be met with in the pot 
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brated Authors, fuch as Cicero, Julius Cafar, Cornelius Nepes, 
and Plautus,--whofe-Paflages—are-here-cited. __ But all this it 
feems is nothing to the purpofe, nor does it explain what 
Propertius here Means, our Annotator thinks the Expotition of 
Pafferatius to be the beft of any he has met with, which is this. 
‘We fhall took upon the Winds, O Cynthia, to be nothing elfe 
‘but Winds, and thy Words to be but mere Words. But 
after all the Editor does ‘not ftand by this Interpretation, and 
tells us that he will gratefully acknowledge the Favour, if any 
one will furnifh him with a better. | 

It wotild be endleis to multiply any more Inftances of this 
Nature, let thofe we have produc’d fuffice to fhew you the 
Accuracy and Clearnefs of the Notes. To the whole Work, 
as is mention’d in the Title, Page, are added three Indexes, 
In the firft we have in Alphabetical Ordér, all-the Words 
which are us’d in the Four Books of Propertins, with Refe- 
tences to the feveral Books, Elegies, and even Verfes wherein: 
they are to be found. The Second Table gives us Alphabe- 
tically the Names of all the Authors mentioned in the Notes: 
of Propertius. And the Third Index contains the princi- 
pal. Word$ and Things which are explain’d in:the fame: 
Notes. 
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Antonii Van Dale Differtationes Novem Antiquitatibus, quia 
& Marmoribus, cum Romanis, tum potiflinum Graces, i}. 
luftrandis infervientes. Cum Figuris eneis, &c. i. e. Nine 
Differeationi Jervang to illuftrate the Roman and chiefly the Greek 
Antiquities, and Marble In{criptions, Adorn’d with Copper Plates, 
By Anthony Van Dale. Amfterdam, Printed for Henry and 
the Widow of Theodorus Boom, 1702. 4to. Pag. 804. Sold 
by Tho, Bennet at the Half-Adoon in St. Paul’s Church-yard, 
London. | 


FE muft be;confefied omall hands, that great and many have” 

the Improvements been in the Knowledge of Antiquity from 
the Light which many Modern. Authors have given us, in. their 
Treaties concerning Ancient Medals. And ’tis as certain, 
That the fame if nota greater Improvement may be made of the 
In{criptions, which are to be met with on Ancient Marbles.and 
Pillars. Thisis what the Author of the Differtations now be-. 
fore us endeavours to evince, of which, without taking any. 
Notice of what is contain’d in the Preface, we fhall give you 
fome Account. : 


The Firft Differtation treats in Nine Chapters of the Origine 
and Rites of that Heathenith Religious Rite called the Taure- 
polium, or Taurobelium. In the firft of thefe Chapters, our Au- 
thor obferves, That as the Chriftians borrow’d many things in. 
their Religious Rites and Ceremonies from the Practice of the 
Heatbens ; fo the more Modern Pagans have likewife taken mae 
ny things from the Chriftians; of which he tells us their My- 
{tery called the Taurebolium, or the Myftical Regeneration by 
the Baptifm of Blood, is one, which was it feems inftituted in 
Imitation of what the Chriftians taught concerning our being 
regenerated, wath’d, and cleans’d by the Blood of our Blefled 
Saviour. As to the time when this Heathenifh Rite was infti- 
tated, he fays, it was (as ft appears from Ancient Infcriptions) 
never mention’d before the Reign of Antoninus the Emperor, 
and that it feems to have lafted to the Days of Theodofius Funior, 


hay till Paganif was wholly extirpated out of the Roman = 
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pire.. He farther obferves, that no Writers, whether Pagan oy 
Chriftian ever made any dire& mention thereof before the time 
of Conftantine the Great: And undertakes to prove, That:what 
is cited out of TertwHian and others with refpéec to this:Mat- 
ter belongs not to this, but tothe Adirhriacal Rites. 

Inthe Second Chapter, Vaz Dale goes om to obferve, That 
Sulius Firmicus was the firft Chriftian Author that exprefly men-. 
tions the Heathenifh Solemnity: of the \Tisrobolinm and Criobe- 
lium, and that what St. Auguftine {ays of it is very obfcure. 
The paflage out of Firmicus, in his Trae concerning the Error 
of the profane Religions, being fomewhat Material, we beg 
jeave to infert it asit lies in our Author’s Differtation. Pro 
Salute hominum agni iftins Venerandus fanguis effunditux, ut Santtos 
fuos filius Dei profufions preciofi Sanguints redimat: ut qus Chrifts 
Sanguine liberantury majefiate prius immortals Sanguinis CQNSE< 
CRENTUR.  Newminem apud Idola profufus Sanguisguverit, Et ne 
cruor pecudum miferos bomines aut Decipsat aut perdat, POLLUIT 
fanguss ifte non REDIMIT, & per. varios Cafus homines premit in 
Mortem, Miferi funt qui Prorusions. Sacrieci -Sancuints. 
CRUENTANTUR. TAvuRIBOLIUM VEL CRIOBOLIUM SCELERATA TE 
Sancuinis Lave perrunpir. Laventur itaque fordes iffe quas 
colligis. Quare fontes ingenos, quare puros Liquores, ut ile te 
incandidit poft multas maculas, cum Spiritu: Santto Chriftt fanguis. 
In this paflage ’tis plain, That Krmicus oppofes the Blood of 
Chrift to that of Bulls and Rams ; and the Baptifm, Regenera~ 
tion and Redemption by the Blood and Death of Chrift, tothe 
pretended Redemption and Regeneration by the Myfteries of 
the Heathenifh Tawrobolia and Criobolia. After this, our Au- 
thor fhews from the fame Authority of Ancient Infcriptions,, 
that thefe Rites were confecrated either to Cybele the Mother 
of the Gods, or together with her to 4ttis, to the Sun and to 
the Earth ; but never to Fupiter, nor to Atinerva, as fome fay;. 
not yet to Diana, tho’ fhe is fometimes ftil’d Taveomacs, 3 

In the next Chapter he goes on to acquaint us with the Rites: 
and Ceremonies ugdein this Heathenith Myfery, taken chiefly 
from the Account which Prudentius has given*us of it. And 
here by the way he refutes the Error which not only Baromius,, 
but alfo Fulius Cafar Bulinger, Th. Reinefins, Onuphrzs, and others 
have fala into about the Confecratipn of the Popes of Rome.. 
Then he informs vs, what, and how many Animals were facri- 
ficed upon this occafion,, fometimes only Bulls, at other —— 

| , cS 
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Bulls and. Rams, and at other times -Raths and Goats. | Laftty; 
He givesus an Account of ‘what Animals‘andothér Inftraments 
were reprefented in the Sculpture ‘wpon’ the? Takrobolite Altare, 
Athong other Infcriptions mention’d:by Yan Dale; there ig one 
at the End of this ‘Chapter’ by way ‘of Epitaph; fhewing ‘that 
thefe Rites were perform’d, not only to Cybele the Mother of the 
God, but alfo:to Artis, which we beg leave to infert; noronly 
for its Curiofity;» but \alfo for its Elegancy. It runs this's" 


hire’ 
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OVLCOLITIS.CYBELEN.ET.QVLPHRYGA.PLANGITIS.ATTIN 
DVM. VACAT. ET. TACITA. DYNDIMA, NOCTE, SILENT 
FLETE. MEOS. CINERES. NON? EST. ALIENVS? INOILLIS 
HECTOR.ET:HOC. TVMVLO.MYGDONIS.VMBRA. TEGOR 
ILLE. EGO. QVI. MAGNI. PARVVS.. COGNOMINIS. HAERES 

CORPORE. IN. EXIGVO. RES. NVMERQSA. EVI... 

FLECTERE.DOCTVS.EQVOS. NITIDA.CERTARE.PALAESTRA. 
FERRE. JOCOS. ASTV: FALLERE. NOSSE. FIDEM 
| AT. TIBLDENT. SVPERI. QVANTVM.DOMITILEA. MERERIS' 
QVAE; FACIS. EXIGVO. NE. JACEAMVS, HVMO « diEsd 





pur 








. | 
This Infcription, or rather Epitaph, is ftill to be feen in the 
Cafian. Palace at Rome... oo 2 





It would be too’tedions'to enlarge on the other Chapters of 
this Differtation, aad what has been already faid of it may ferve 
to give youa Tafte of the Authors defign.in the’reft. “We hhall 
therefore pafs on to give'you fome View of what is contain’ in 
the Second Differtation, which, in four Diftin&Chapters treats 
concerning the HighPrieft, the Vicar of the High-Prielt, ec. 
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Inthe firft Chapter then our Anthor enquires what Grouads 
there are for producing out of Prademtius what he fays'of the 
High Prieft, in order to prove the Confecration of the: Pope of 
Rome. . Next he evinces, That there were High-Priefts in a 
great many more Places than at Rome, both Maile and Female, 
as there were alfo Men High-Priefts among thie Chriftiaas. 
After this, he enquires whether Flavius Fulianus Cofar' was evel 
confecrated an High-Prieft by that Ceremony of the Tauroboli- 
um, and maintains in oppolition to Baronius, that he was not fo 
confecrated. And here he takes an occafion to Explaia the 
Words of Gregory Nazianzen about this Matter, and particularly 
illuftrates what is meant by the Word éyJouz: Laftly,; he 
proves, That Gratian was really made High-Prieft, from ‘the ~ 
Teftimony of feveral Ancient Infcriptions, and fromthe te- 
ftimony of Axufonius and others. 


In the Second Chapter our Author evinces, That the High- 
Priefthood of the Chriftian Ce/ars was of the fame Nature, Pow- 
er and Authority with refpe& to Chriftianity, as the Heathen 
Emperors was with refpec to Gentilifm : As alfo upon what 
Account, and by what Steps, the Bifhop of Rome aflamM ‘the 
Title and Authority of Pontifex: Maximus to himfelf: After’ 
which, he by the Marble Infcriptions informs us; That. feverat 
of the Roman Emperors, both Gentiles and: Chriftians, were 
fometimes ftyled Chief Priefts, tho’ all of theny were fo with; 
out any previous Confecration.” After ‘this, ‘he’ treats» of the 
High-Priefts Vicar, and laftly, of the greater ‘and Jefler High- 
Priefts, as alfo of their College. Here befides the Ancient {n- 
fcriptions, he produces the Teftimony of Dionyfius Halicarnaf- 
feus, Cicero, and Livy. | 


In the Third Chapter, Van Dale gives us an ‘Accéunt-of the 
King and-Queen of the Sacred Rites among ‘the Romans," and 
among the Athenians, with other curious and learned Remarks - 
relating to this Subje@t, taken chiefly from the Authors juft be- 
fore mention’d. | 


The laft Chapter of this Diflertation treats. of the Archontes, - 
or Rulers; aad efpecially of thofe of Arhems, fo far as they 
were concerned in taking care of Religious Matters. And ve | 
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he tells us, That even Princes and Emperors did not think: it 
beneath their Quality to perform the Offices of a Pricft, as he 
€Vinces by the Example of Drufus, Adrian, Gallienus, and o- 
thers. and the bafe Complements pafs’d upon Autigonus and De. 
erring, After this he makes a Digreflion, and Difcourfes of 
th, Archentes of other Cities and Nations; which ia fome Places 
Were many ; whereas in others there was but only, one that go. 
Vern’d the State: And. here he likewife obferves, That, tho’ 
there were many of thefe Archontes or Rulers at, a time, yet 
there was one who was ftyl’d #ea7@ eyes. In the fame Chap- 
fer, among other things, he examines, whether in the lafcrips - 
tion of the Theraans, M. Aur. Jfoclés Afclepiades, was.an Archon, 
or 'Apyseess, é- ea Prieft, upon which Head he conteflts, That 
tis very. difficult to determine, whether the A bridg’d- word 
APX. fignifies “Agweseves, or “Agya. But to-leave this Nicety: 
to be determin’d by the Criticks, we pafs on to 


The Third:Differtation, Wherein our Author Difcourfes.in: 
Fhree-Chaptess of the Greek Priefts, dfiarche, ec. 


In tha Firft. of thefe- Chapters, he informs-us ia what. Places: 
they were ftyl’de7m0/,as particularly in Greece and Afia Adinor. 
Nexthe treats of the “Apyecsvs7, or Priefts. of other Deities.be- 
fide thafe.that are called: the Axnguft ;, As alfo of the Priefts be-. 
longing, to-fingle:- Cities, as well.as,to. whole Countries aud 
Provinces. .. And;on this occafion he treats, of AZetropolis’s.aad 
Metropolitans, as: well, among the Heather as Ghriftians ; as alr 
fo by the Bye of thefeveral, Latin Words which, are frequently: 
intermix’d in. the Greek Iafcriptions.. , Hence-it, is, That with 
Refpect to Spows Infcription, concerning Lucivs Fulius. Bonnatns,. 
he enquires, whether A'APION, or A‘ASION, or any other — 
Word-ovght:to-be Ready and confequently, whether this Word 
and the Inferipsion onght. to be referr’d to\tle, Gladiators, or to- 
the publick Taxes, or laftly to.a:publick Fealt. call’d Diafia. 

In.the Second Chapter of this|Differtation, Kan.Dale treats of 
the Latin Priefts and Flamina of the Provincial , ,Ge/aream or 
Aug: ftan Colonies, Gc. And here he informs the Learned Rea- 
der, Fhat ontof, Rome, there were in one and the fame Place 
many Priefts, and_even-Colleges of them, :amongit which was 4: 
hrft, tho’ not; properly {peaking an High  Prieft except at Kome,, 
“Eben he tells-us, That Ca/ponia Maxima was no High- ea 





. . _ ~ a 

for Deteber, 1702, .... B19 
tho’ there, were fuch in other Places: As the Gréeks had their 
"Avsdeges wearor, and their Priefts of feveral ‘Places and Gods. 
Aod here our Authdr Difcourfes by the way of’ 'the Word 
xenelifwr, Of Bacchus the Aufpex, and’ of feveral other Parti- 
culars too féng here fo iafert. ai , : 

The lait Chapter of this Differtation treats of ‘the Afarh, 
Lyctarchs,. Bythyniarchs, and others, and alfo of their’ Offices, 
as being chofen fometimes by one, fometimes by anocher City. 
From hence he takes an occalion to treat of the “Ajtarchs of S- 
phefus, Pergamus; Sardis, Cc, as alfo of the wevo:-;’ ‘or Cort- 
munities of the Afiatick Greeks. And here he enquires, wite- 

her in the Coin or Medal to be met with in Spanbemius; Mara- 

Wii, and Vaillant, Tes rapes Polar, or Tl. on Gr, is the better 
Reading. There are many other mattrial Points contaii’d in 
this Chapter, which we omit on purpofe to give fome Account 
of the other Differtations. 

No proceed then ia our Account: The Fourth Differfation 
treats in Four Chapters of the Priefts and Cities that were ttyl’d 
by the Greeks Neocori. As to the Priefts of that Name, our 
Author in the Firft Chapter affures us, That among the Greeks, 
as well as Latins, News,3- was, according to Suidas, ¢ tiv vewr 
Kotusy xy suleierlor® air’ sy toegay. #, €. One who adorns aad 
takes care of the Temple; and not he who Sweeps or Cleanfes 
it. This Interpretation he juftifies by the Teftimony of Fe/fus, 
of Turnebus in his Remaik tpon the Words of Horace, Epiff. 1. 
Lib. 2. Of Vaillant in his Treatife concerning the Medals of the 
Roman Emperors, and more efpecially by the Ancient Infcrip- 
tions of Spon, Reinefins, and the Oxford Marbles. The Infcrip- 
tion of Reinefixs being the moft perfec of any other, we fhall 
here infert it to gratifie the Curious. 





SII HAIQ METrAAQ ZAPANTISI KA 
STNNAOIs eEOLSZ TO KPHAIAEION 
\AMMASA APFYPAN BQMOrs.TPEIs 
EAEL AYXNNOTXON e©rMIATHPION. ErnrPOd 
SAOPA ATO A KABSIOSN EVTTX HS 
NF2KOPOs Tor MErA‘Or SAPANIAQO: 
YHER- ErxXAPIZ TIA S&S ANEOHKED 
Er. ATrA@Q, 
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Having thus accounted: for the meaning of the Word Py, 
Dae in the remainigg part of the Chapter diftourfes concerp- 
ing the feveral Prief—s of this Order that belong’d to the Gods 
and Goddeffes, as well as‘ to Emperors and. Empreffes, and 
what their Dignity was. .Then-he treats of the Néwsieo; Kees 
m1s@, or the Chiet, Neocorus, and of the College of that Order 
telling us, that.they peculiarly belong’d to thofe Deities, whofe 
Neocori they were. After this, he enquires what they had in 
common with the. Afarebe, and Chief Priefts, and theSscerdo- 
tal Prefidents mention’d by Tertul’an, and tells us, that the 
Zacori, tho’ going under another Name, were the fame with the 
WNeocori.. Laftly, he adds fomething concerning the Women of 
this Order, and gives us his Opinion concerning their Office. 


In the Second Chapter ‘of this Differtation, wé have an Ac- 
count of the Cities that were call’d by the Name of Neocor«, 
and of their Origine. And here our Author tells us, That Ephe/ys 
was the firft City.that. had that Name, which was a Place dedi- 
cated to the.Goddefs Diana: And that this Diana of the Ephe- 
fins was worlhipp’d. by the AZsfilians, Meffenians, and a great 
many others, fuch as the. Hieropolitams, Pergeans, Clarians, Gc. 
After this he. informs us of the other Cities which were fo 
call’d, and.of the Privileges granted’to tliem by the Roman Em- 
perors, with other Curious Matters. 


The next Chapter acquaints.us with. the Conteft that hap- 
nen’d between feveral Cities, particularly Ephe/us, Smyrna, and 
Pergamos, concerning 7¢e7i¢, or, the Stpremacy with refpec 
to the Name Neocora: Which Priority is fhewn at large to re- 
tate not fo. much to the Order of Time, as to the Dignity ot 
the refpective Cities. : 


In the laff Chapter it is examin’d from whence and how 
it came to pafs, That {everal‘ Cities ‘were not only once, but 
twice, thrice, nay four times dignified with the fame Title of 
Neocore.. Upon this Point, the~Opinions of many Learned 
Men are laid down, and after all our Author gives us his owa 
Sentiments -about ‘it. } 
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jt would be endlefs to run through the reft of this Curious 
and Learned Piece, and-te-enlarge upoa the other-Diflertations 
would carry us out too far: We fhall therefore content our 
folves aty prefent with giving. the Reader a general View of 
what ds treated of in the remaining Diflertations. ) 


The Fifth Differtation then in. Three Chapters treats of 
the Stephanephori, the Prytaues, the Stratege, and the Scribes a- 
mong the Greeks; giviugus from Authors and Ancient In- 
fcriptions, the true Acceptation of thefe_Terms. 


In the Five Chapters of the next Differtation, Van Dale Dif- 
courfes of the Amphittyonian Council: And here among other 
things, he enquires, whether it was inftituted by -Acrifixs, or 
by Amphittyon; What Nations were at firft and in after times 
Members of it; what Alterations it met with ; in what Places 
it was folemnly held, ec. 


The Seventh Differtation confifts of Three Chapters, where- 
in our Author givesusa large Account of the Aganotheta, the 
Hellanodica, the Alytarcha, the Pancgyriarahe, Gc. 


In the Eight Chapters of the next Differtation, is contain’d 
an Account of the Gymmaftarchs, with their Office, @c. and’ in 
the Three Sections of the Laft Diflertation he treats of the . 
Fratria, the Thia/z, the Orgeous, cc. among the Greeksx . 
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A Defence of Minijterial Conformity to’ the Charch “of England: 
In Anfiwer tthe Whifreprefenations of the Terms thereof, by 
Mr. Calamy in the Tenth Chaprer of his Abridgment of the Hiffery 
of Afr, Baxter’s Life and Times. “London, Printed by T. W. 

Sor Richard Wilkin, 1702. 8v0. Pag. 147. 


Py He Author of this Traé in the very beginning of it ob- 
ferves, that there have been almoft from the firft Refor- 
amation two fortsof Perfons ia the Charch ; One running very 
high for the Impofitiom of Ceremonies under fevere Penalties; 
and others who diflike fuch an Impofition, tho” being perfuaded 
of the Lawfulnefs of the things impos’d, have thought it their 
Duty to contorm thereunto, and at proper Seafons to defend 
their fo doing. With refped to the Latter of thefe, he tells us, 
(1.) That as they had novhand in the rigorous Impolitions com- 
plain’d of by the Nonconformifts, fo they have no Heart nor 
Will to the Continuance of them. (2.) That they have had - 
and continue a great Refpe& and Reéverence to the Perfons of 
the Ejected Minilters. After thefe and other things premis‘d, 
Mr. Ol4ffe; upon the whole concludes, ‘ As we tell fome onthe 
‘ one fide, That it doth not follow, that the Nonconformilts 
‘ were a Company of faftious and humerfome Fellows for fcrup- 
‘ling things Lawful when commanded by their Governours, 
“ feeing they had fo many Stumbling Blocks laid in their way ; 
“So we mult tell Mr. Calamy on the other fide, that it doth not 
* follow that the Terms of Conformity were fiaful and unlawful, 
* becaufe thefe Good and Holy, Men fcruple them or fome of 
“them, feeing they lay under fuch violent Prejudices and Pre 

* poffeffions. 
Having premis’d thus much, he enters into the Lifts with 
Mr. Calamy upon the Main Queftion in debate, viz. How the 
Terms of Conformity aré to be underftcod? And here fetting afide 
the Rule Mr.Calamy goes by to determine this Queftion; our 
Author lays down this Rule, and ftands to it, vz. ‘ That m 1 
“ moft reafonable, and the Duty of every Chriftian, to put the 
* beft and moft candid Conftruétion upon the Declarations, Sub- 
* {criptions, and things {ubfcrib’d to, that the Words will OD 
perly 
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*verly and fairly bear; and that itis a great Evil, and high- 
‘jy unreafonable, when Words wiil admit of a double Senfe, 
‘(neither of which is by Law or Cuftom determin’d) for any 
“one to chufe the worft and moft exceptionable.” ‘This Rule, 
he tells us, is confirm’d by the Apoftle’s great Law of Cha- 
rity, and by the Prattiee of thofe Nonconformifts- who have 
been brought to Subicribe to 36 of the xxxix Articles of the 
Church of England, - 

After this Mr. Of)ffe proceeds to apply this Rule to the Terms 
of Conformity, in the Method propounded and obferv’d by 
Mr. Caiamy. . The Firft thing it feems and indeed the moft in- 
fitted on, efpecially fince the Renunciation of the Covenant fell, .is- 
the Declaration of Afftne and Confent to alt amd every thing con- 
tain’d and prefcrib’d in the Book of Cow:mon Prayer : To. which is: 
added the Subfcription requir’d by the xxxvi Canon, That.the 
Comn:on Prayer contains nothing contrary to the Word of God, tha.it 
may lawfully be usd, and that they themfelves will ufe it, &e. 

As to the Declaration it felf, Mr. Calamy, Pag, 503. makes: 
the Defign of it to be, to * Teftifie their higheit Jaltification 
‘and Commendation of every Point and Syllable, every Rite 
‘and Ceremony, every Matter and thing contain’d in the whole 
‘Pook, and in every Page and Line of it.” Now in anfwer to 
this, arid'to puta better conftruétion on this Declaration, our 
Author defires us to Confider fm the firlE place, What is meant 
by unfeign’d Affent and Confent: And here ‘he obferves, That 
they they are Law Terms, and. us’d in an A& of Parliament 
drawn up by Lawyers, who ufe thefe Words promifcuoufly to 
mean one and the fame thing, and who do not diftingnifh of 
thefe Terms: as fome do, that the Affent refpeéts the AG of the 
Underftanding, and the Truth of the thing; the Confent Af 
fpes the A& of the Will and the Goodnefs of the thing. “, For 
a farther Explication- of this Matter, he teHs us, That Affent 
and Confent may be confider’d two Ways. (1.) There-is an. 
abfolute Affent and Confent to any thing for the intrinfick Good- 
nefs of the, thing it felf, and every. part: thereof, and fitnefs,a- 
bove all others to be us’d without any Confideration or Refpe@- 
to anyother. thing from- without-to-fway our Approbation. 
And (2.:). There is a refpeétive and comparative Affent and: 
Confent, which isa proper Affent and Confent,, aad: all that is- 
neceflary or indeed poffrble. ‘Fhis fays our Author, will ap- 
pear.more plain, by confidering in the Second Place what: is- 
meant: 










































6 24. The Works of the Leanneo, 


meant by all_ an. every thing to which- they are to declare .the;, 
Affeat and Confeat. And this, he tells us, is continually affer- 
ted to, be,underftood only of, a!l. things enjoya’d te be vs’ and 
praaisd by them who make the. Declaration * and is not to pe 
extended to every Yoint aud Syilable, cc, as Mr. Calawy has 
unfairly reprefented it. — : 44 

Having confider’d the Declaration it felf, and fhown the 
Mif-reprefentation of it by Mr. Calamy, our Author goes on to 
the-particular Paffages,. with refpedt to which hé denies it to b+ 
Jawiul to make the Declaration. 


I. The fir thing alleged by Mr. Calamy is, ‘* That the Sub. 
“‘fcription and Declaration. requir’d the owning the Do&trine 
“* of the real Regeneration, and confequent Salvation of them 
“that are Baptiz’d, whether the Perfons Baptiz’d were quali- 
“fied Subje&t$ of Baptifm, yea or no”. In reply tothis Mr. 
Olyfe aflerts that Children are proper Subjects of, and confe- 
quently receive the Privilege of Being Regenerated by Bap- 
tifm: which he proves from feveral places of Scripture. 


WI. Another thing excepted againft, is the Ufe of God-fa- 
thersand Gocd-iiothers, where Mr Calamy faysin the firft place, 
‘ That the Ufe of God-fathers is to exclude the Parents, and to 
*juftle ont their Right, to,dewvote their Children to God in 
“Baptifm”. ‘In oppolition to this, our Author utterly denies 
that Parents are excluded or_juftled out by the ufe of God-fa- 
thers, but their Right is fecur’d, and their Benefit confulted 
throughthe Whole. For the Proof of thisamong other things 
he alleges, that the Parents are to chufe the God-fathers, which 
they cannot do without confenting, fo that the whole of. exclu- 
ding them, feems to be without Ground. . 

As to what Mr. Calamy farther urges upon the fame Head, 
viz.*That the ufe of God-fathers doth feenr to put Baptifm upon 
* an infufficient.Bottom. For the Promife of God. fathers in the 
© Child’s Nim>, is reprefented as the Foundation of Baptifmal 
* Dedication, and the Ground of the Claim of the. Bleflings 
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‘shence arifiig”: ti Ro! this’ MeoOlpfe repliescehat he Gannoe 
think’that Mf: Calamyetartl believe HfinrciissA ffertion: And: 


tofechim Right, he fays, that the Grdunddndfowndation of 
Infant Baptifin is twofold. (1.) On God’s part, his gracious 
Protiife to Believersjcands their: Sced, tby:avitich ie Come 
herds» their Ghidren within thecBend of his @s¥enant) ° And 
(2.) On the'partof ‘the Childreil, their Obligation'to the’ Terms 
and Ganditions) db thesGdfendat:) + Thus, faysthe upon this 
“Head, wetell thefA uabaptifts; “that tho” Children ‘are not 
‘capable of performifig thefesConditions for theprefent, yer 
“are theyicapable of; being bound and-obliged therewato? °° 
A thirdhO bjeftioa: with refpect to the ame Point is*7Phat’ 
‘God-fathers @pen'a'Wide Door to’ the Prophaning lof” the 
‘ Ordinante+ That'they avouch a gréat untruth} that notwith-" 
‘“ftandifig the Solennity at the engaging in fucha promife, yet. 
“they neveryor-very -feldom perform it. Tho’ they engage 
‘on the ibebalf-of the Child, yet they hold themfeves réally 
‘ bound-tondo) nothing’, ec. with a’great deakumbreé to” this. 
putpofe. But here-again our Atithor’ obferves, that thereis 
nothing -but:/Miftake’ and ‘Mifreprefentation.. He tells us that 
Mri Calamy fuppofeth, the God-fathers Anfwer to be the En- 
gaging themfelves inaPromife, and that they themfelves are 
boundsitithe’ behalfief the Infant; whereas they onlydeclare 
in paren 0 the Ghildven, the: Terms: of the Covenant of 
Grades! which-the Baptiz’d are bound to, but by reafom of their 
Infancy cannot-exprefs. And here he takes an octaffon to Re- 
mark, that tho’ there is too great-a Careleflnefs in-God-fathers, 
as well as in Parents with refpec& to this Matter, yet there have 
beet thofe whochave improved under the Inftru@ion of God- 
Dr. Bray’s Catachetical heures, which the Dottor aflerts up- 
on hisewn Experiencein thisMatter..,  ; ie 
sg oct ey notes trent S Bedale ied 4: Se > 2 oa 
Ill. *A third thing: againft concerns God-fathers too ; 
where Mrs Calamy lait; *Thatthe-Aflent,Confent and Subfcrip- 
‘ tiorobliges Minifters todeny the Ordinance of Baptifm to fuch 
‘as have mot. Sponfors, although they-have a real Right to that 
‘Ordinance.’ _ To-this our: Author replies, That we never pro- 
mis’d to exclude. al} that havenot Sponfors, because there is no 
{uch W ord in theBook, that we fub{cribeto: Thatthe Form of Pri- 
vate Baptifm requires nner things Fhat the Rubrick Orders. 
thatFerm to be us’d,when there 3a yy greatCaufe or 4 
: ity, 
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ficy, or when need fhali 
not be gotten; or Perfons’ 
a grenp Canfe and. Necesiity: ” 


WV. The Fourth thi Mri Cait 
* the Affent, “Cant, at ‘Sub 
‘ fantsinthe Adminiftration of | | 
‘ Crofs, and dénying Bapti{m’ to the Children of fitch ws refutein 
To the latter part of this*Obje@ion, Mr/Odpfe replies, ‘That. 
Baptifn is not deny’d'to the Childven of (fach as refufe the Sigh 
of the Crofs, finee'they*may: be! Baptia’d priv vately; ‘in owhich: 
Form there is nofuch’ Sign enjoy?! ~ AS to” 
urges; That the Sivn of the’Crofs is ‘prétended! 0 ‘be a :Sacras’ 
ment fuperadded to that whieh ‘our Bleffed ‘Lord: hath: inftire 
ted : To this by way of Reply,*our Author fays,"€t.) Thatiit 
is never pretended’ by the Church of Eng lind orbeany Sips from: 
God to Man, of aily promife veer imty pod anainde itis _ 












deed-a Sign front Mari to Man; ‘notifyin Sopeeeenis sige st | 
expects from the Baptiz’d Perfor. Q. ‘of psu ati this Sign of: om 
Crofs is not prétended by the Church pn by any 


maeans.ordain’d for the partaking of ae or ner is any Efficecy 
or Virtue afcrib’d into it Ay ‘any ‘u(t ‘thereof? neg yp Phat iit 
be not thade to be a Sigii from Gods! noF vaken asa Means. of 
Grace; ‘much lefs is‘ic pt aerate tobe’ Seal or or! Phedgesttiercof- 
we fhall omit weliat is hereadded on this Subje@ ove" df Bithop 
Xing, and firall pats on to the other Etceptions made by Mr-Gx 
ly to Minera PRT as exon sate: arvodiens $08: 
V; His Fifth Aceutaeibn'th nity “<erhan he en, Con fent 
_ and Sabitription oblige Mihif  Gehefrom=the 
ibn; ‘as Wilf not ret . 
Cr) Bines cothine, by way of! , Zamer 
* Perfons (lays Calamy) ight ht have 
_ ward to yie . ihe altering OLcoTe 
“our Saviour in the Adminiferation”.’ aesh 
{wers, by. asking him, whether he kache ohy Church that 
uot alret the poftute of otir Saviour ? If he feplies, Thesis, 
at Meals comes now in-theroom of the’ Leaning ig ape A 
viours time; Why then, fays Mr. Oljfe; it is” alter’d;, wor 4 
have yielded to the Alteration, Mr. Calamy and*all” Alfid rth 


We, the Schiptire has Yefs it. vadetermin’é, whether: ee 
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wneantin tafientiogok the Sacramentiof: his lait Sapper ad- 
sminiftred-it'to: hig: . in-a Kneeling, Lying, Sitdoa, oF 
Standing Pofture; the po ‘are of Receiviag, can, be no more. in- 
fifted upon, than the Crrcumftances of Time and Place wherein 
a eg ate all alter’d. Bet (2) It 
feems, Mc. Gahemy’s main Delign is not to oppuga the Ceremony 
of Kneeling, -buc the reefing fuch from * si: Communion that 
will not, receive it Kaceling:,.This,. he faith, the Minifters bv 
Affenting and anak ae Book of Common-Prayer muft 
do.. Teh, Mr ¢ replies,’ That tho’ there be fach a Di- 
reétion in the Rubric of giving: the Sacrament, to the People, 
all Meekly Kneeling, E> yet there is n0.Prohibition of Admipittring 
it co the Devoutly difpos’d who do not Kneel, provided they 
appear Humbly and Conicieatioully, and not clamoronfly and 
out of '‘Defign... Trueit is, That there isa Canon which threat- 
ens the Minster with Sufpention, . who. Adminifters the Sacra- 
ment to any'others but thofe who Kneel; yet our Author ob- 
ferves, fince the Canons are fubfequent to the Liturgy, being 
Compiled go years after: This Objection makes nothing to the 
Dedaration and Sunieriinien. | 







Vi. omaplaint nrg’d by Mr. Citemy is, © That the 
* Declaration and mh dong owance and. Approbation 
“of thi ) Bi Pri and Deacons, are 
* Three Dittin@ lersin the Church by Divine A ppointment. 


For in the Ordination it is afferted, ‘ That itis evi- 
‘dent to all Men diligently Reading the Holy Scriptures and 
* Ancient Authors, that from the Apoftle: time there have been 












* in <Chrift’s Church, Bithops, Priefts.and Deacons.” - Now 
here, fays Mr: Ollyffe, The whole A pttvation of this for above 
io diiogath betwee oa tal pas es ce) ore 
Priefts and Deacons inte Chichi the Ape 
ftles time, and the- 


ti Arion, viz. That it is r 
dent to all Men diligently Re alas 


hs: the firft, b fa 1 pil Wactsliaal "4 that the 
‘Affent and sess ge ie ee of yas wre 
Orders of an cons es 
slane = Bibs Wi hae this is what the moderate Nbcneitor- 


mitts, efpecially Mr. bart vg Life Mr. Calamy abridgeth, 


never 
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eqns eset Soa 8 .dvtof; 

Hides he . his Treat otk ae ater 
LAS US ce oan 
gopacy, is On an 

fp, Op tT UC gail - me Mpotbolic, 

: ies haul plage span injury, .to oe phere 
* whether.the Jews, ety aN ag ier cen 
‘ under th % Twelve ae Xs ifthgyshadinot,re 


“ie ected him that, would have gathe "4 Teaanne gathers 
ickens, under her Wings, .. They »that, canagt deny, ‘that 
¢ Chrift fettled a Superior Rank of Minifters. appointing: them, 
‘ belides their Extraordinaries; the .work-of ig, and-over- 
* feeing many Church promiling thergintorbe with: themto 
‘the Fnd of the Natale a aout atthe 
* the, National - ai r ¢ Fifius:. 
« Chrilk as well as. he, rat fe intial this. nea aad 
“ Impatity. was.revers’d by. tdi itute ity if t 
' frmit ps not without Brooke ge..Chrilt , with, feeming 
‘Levity and Mutability, as ttlines a fiilry and s Gover ament, 
* which he would Dey parriaye, bit: ne Ages « 


‘ theyim cee 1 L Affirm 
: Chiyrcht cord Phe fa far Ba ot 92 YEAS 
fit to.in et as being enough to fi lenceall > Clamou 
jeGtions of the De  Diflenters.againtt, Med ‘hree © ders: 

Priel a pong Chi RED 



















ae 


Me it is evid gent »deading the 
‘‘ptures, fecing orm siemafi 548 d many 


tease / Alon 


* more reckou’d a may i fuppos { to have di Pepa y Read 

= RAS. ey Seri Mais y Apeient Ausbay, 

“anoth her 0. this our ? 
they | ie 4 ate call’d to Ment to its f } 
Preface is nO.part.of what is, prefcrib isd: 
a Propobtion in the Book, ; but ction 
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off all C onifider's what'thel Men} that:have diligent 
lysteadithe Holy Soriptiitesy cn were of another Mindin;’ and 
tells nssrthat’it-wag:not/about the differént RamkSof/Minifters 


front the Apoftlesiiays, sbutithat thbfe Learned Men held,’ that 
the Difference bet weet) a Bi hap wndayPresbyter-was not in Or- 
det, butuin Degree ; fo thatall? the Objetion: dwindles into 2 
ftrife abotlb Words» »For: (a Mr. Odyferfarther-adds) what if 
that which they call Degree soriRauk;«bé-the fame with that 
which:we. call Order dr- Office ?»May they not be the fame'Or- 
dersin»one Refpea&, and different Orders:in another Refpect 2 
The fame Order ‘in Preaching and Adininiftration of the Sacra- 
ments ~ ‘But ahother Order in’ Ads‘of* Jurifdiction, as Ordina- 
tion, &e: | pits 

Thus,have. we ritt through the firft Rank: or Order of Mr. 
Calamy’s:Exceptions, withthe Anfwers return’d to.chem by: the 
Defendersof Minifterial’ Conformity to the Church of Englands 
There are Sixmmore Exceptions of the fame Stamp ftill behind 
relating to fome Paflagesin the Office of Burial; tothe Rule by 
which to find’ ont’ Laffer, to the ufe of Aypoeryphal -Leffons 
aldudfy the old -Tranflation of; the Pfalter, to:the,Affent and 
Gonfent given tothe Athanafian Creed; andeto denying the Holy: 
Communion; to them,s-who are not’ Confitm’d. To each of 
thefe our: Author gives:a diftin@- Reply 3. on which.we'thalb 
notat: prefent enlarge; having faid fo-much on the former Exe. 


COPHONS 9 in gees aoe ts 
_After-thefe Points then, Mr: Olhffe- proceeds to confider ano= 
ther Head-of greater: Miftakes:and Mif-reprefentations. Mr. 
Calamy. faith, -*-Thattheyy hthe ejeted Minifters] were requi~ 
* red, taytake- the Oatli of Ganonical «Obedience, and Swear: 
‘ Subjection to ‘their Ordinary, ‘according tothe Canons.of 
‘ the.Church, ».This- hexeprefents/as‘a binding: Minifters by, 
‘ Qath to.all-the.Ganons’. )1n-Anfwer to-this our Author, after, 
having largely thewn. “Mri Calamy's ,Mil-reprefentation of the 
8 conte tirana can-be meant by the,Qath 
ok Canonical, Obedience isin. thefe, owes Things (15), That 
We wall pay. a-vegalar-and legal Obedience (for \fo the, Word 
Canons al, ignifies)) tothe, Commands, Orders .andii 5-01 
the Bifhop of that Diocefein,which,we are ;. fo far forthas we 
judge them agreeable to the Laws of God, and of this Realm 





Li. e. inlicitis} and proper and fuited to our State and Place ia. 
the;Ghurch [/. ¢. im honeffis] that efpecially we will follow all: 


Godly, 
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the oe : the’ of God}, and q 
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cnet Pie clues Confiderseioit neve Mt etbland 
concerning Minifter's heiig “bound to ‘pay a blind 
to all the Ganons: ‘And ‘exainines Pa hence thofe Canons 
be have amore immediate Refpect to Mitifters and ‘their 
Ofhce 

‘But auihies ‘Capital’ Rieafon urgd by Mr. ¢. why the 
‘Oath of Obedience is fcrupled, is, becaufe the Epi Go- 
vernment is manag’d by Chanceljors Courts,” where ‘Laymei! 
Exercife the Church ‘Keys, By -deefetive’ ‘Excommirnications, 
Gc. In’ anfwer to ‘this our Author propoles ‘to'contider, (3 
Whether Minifters dre bound ‘by Oath to thefe Courts. And 
G 2. ) How far ‘they are oblig’d to fubmit to their Deterniinatis 

And here he he ehdeavonrs to make teal Miaditers Msgs Tne 
‘of ‘the Paltorial’ Power is taken 
Chi has given them; under which pate A arma mart Pn 
of Treating concerning the Power of ‘the Keys, and if wi 
Hand it is lodg’d. Secondly, That’ Minifters are not b 
dliadly ‘tofollo “the Determination of the Coutts, $0 ff ie) 
thifiz, efpecially not iathe weighty Matters of Excommust- 
cations and Abfolations. “And her Sate girghe ee cae 
fion to difcourfe concerhih forts of Excormitanica- 
tions, ‘which are either. ” (a) fives} tive Excommuni t 
‘on, which beloigs to Clifift, “whe all Powerit & ea 
and Earth. ¢ 2. 5 Decretive or judicial Excom 
which is, when upon a fair Tryal, the Petfon is found Guilty, 
adjudg’d Contumacious, ce. (3. ) Declarative Excomunica- 
tion, call’d binding on Earth, where it is denounc’d and-de- 
dlar’d cum Effettn. (4.) Executive Excommunication, when 
pcr do withactr from the Criminal, keep no Com- 
him, no aot fe much as to eat with him. 















Thus 
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Thus: have we. iven.the Learned as fair and: im tial. 4 
me rahe Oliyffe’s Performance.as we could, ae 
a so ‘the Authors own Words and. Thoughts, . And here 


have. dode,, didnot the P vipt cpageraing, Rent 
lingiasblae 9 us 10, add a Word ar a about it. 
Wey ly. thofe 


3 ey, ook ome as an har cis. tek 
vordaind ‘to th | 










Ordination, were not valid. — Nes } this 
sives them all the fair play. thaiadhtes for et bpotes their 
former Ordination by Presbyters to be valid, and. upon this. 
Suppofition, ( which is more than fome others would make) 
he endeavours to prove the Lawfulnefs of Reordination-ia the 
prefent Cafe, from Scripture Practice, and from the Nature and: 
Reafon of the thing. 

For the Proof of tfie Lawfulnefsof Reordination froin Sctip- 
tare-PraGtice our Author tells us, That the Apofties had’ all a. 
Double Million or Ordination,and Both Extraordinary. by Ghrift 
himfelf.. ‘The fame thing he illuftrates from.the Examples ot 
‘St. Paul, and St. wie who were both of them twice or- 
dain'd: “And here, iigny pe One. would oes Hig hex the Hands 


“of a grave Bitho other, Good Me afreth, 
* with Fafting Pie Selena Prayers for Cod Hl Bleding upon him,. 
“were likely to do him-no harm. ‘ 

The next Point ra yA by our Author, is to prove from: 
te Nature’and Reafon of the thing, that Reordination is- 
not unlawful. For, fays aye Me Oo Ollffz, to-confider the: Nature of 
the Minifterial. Call or al be the wah 4 
this Matter ont of Doubt ; Bat See lial abe etter i into t 
Ze meres Rese to. Jadge. for. hi 
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HE feme of thele ‘Dillertations contains 10 > Chapters 
= fed ws o% hich the Author ,treats concerning the 
Manic, or or Tet sig poet with .the. various Significations 
thereof.» And Stl sed Us.with Ais Defign, as 
alfo the Necefli amit ge 208 Difficulty thereof, meant 
on to tell t us. tha “ogomachia, or. rather. the Love of it, is a 
Phin apt -To,Juftife this Appellation he. produces the Tes 
figeny. of the: Ancient Philofophers. who call'd the Vicesand: 
a the Mind Dileafes; aj d that of St. Parl. 1. Tim, 6.4. 
ag Yoakiig concerning one w had, departed from found’ 
iar ete aa yeociey mgs Ach wranditty, Fee One: Sicko, ‘vain 





















Difputiag, rds... Ag to the. 
sed om C ie 4 
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Quarel that between 4 ame mnon and Archikes, men-- 
tion’d by at Hoppa his firft Ziad, and is very prejudicial 
Lerhiag as well as Religion. The chief Caufe of this heat- 
figns to be an Immoderate Defire of being the Di@ators to the 
Minds and Jadgments of others, the Vanity and Abfurdity of 
which he fhews at Jarge and in many Inftances. As to the 0- 
ther Senfe of the Word, viz. a ftrife about Words, he tells us 
that ’tis in general concerning Trifles and inconfiderable Mat- 
ters, a Conteft like that of boxing the Air, and of the Philo- 
phers quarelling for the Shadow of an Afs, as Lucian pleafant- 


ly obferves. Who would not Laugh, (fays our Author -_ 
thi 











for Detober, 1702+» - 638 


this Occafion) to-hear the Learned Difpute whether the Fith, 
that;Swallow’d. Fora was of the. Mafculine,or Feminine Gen- 
der; whether ed vees fet hisdeft or his right Foot firft on.the Jra- 
lian Shoar; witha Thoufand fugh like Fooleries about which the 
-Criticks are at Dagzer’s drawn every day ? What a Brangle (as 
he goes on) was there between St. Augi:fiin and St. Fervour, cone 
cerning the Plant which over-fhadowed Youzh, whether it was 
a Gourd or an Ivy-Tree? What a Scuffle was there betwixt 
Scal-ger and Carden, whether,.a Kid or a Goat had.tle, molt 
Hair on his Back? Certainly (fays our Author) they could 
not be in earneft about fuch a Trifle, their only Quarel was, 
who was the Learned{t Man, and who had the beft Parts. Bur 
that which he infifts upon particularly is, the Strife about 
Words, wherein he fhews the Ridiculoufnefs of the Con- 
teft between Grammarians and Philologifts about the Pronun- 
ciation, Writing, Flexion, Signification and Conftruction ot 
fome Words ; an Inftance of which he gives us in the Difpute 
betwixt Fri/chlinws and Crufius. Next he proceeds to fhew the 
the Trifling Emendations made by the Criticks of Ancient 
Authors ; but the moft guilty of this Fault, and the moft Re- 
diculous he fays are thofe, who fancy they conteft for fome 
weighty Matter, whereas in reality they Difagree only in the 
Manner of Exprefling their Sentiments. 

In order to apply a Remedy to this Diftemper, our Author 
thor propofes to proceed like a Phyfician in the Cure. As firit, 
among whom itis chiefly to be met with, which he ftyles the 
Subje&s of this Malady. Afterwards to touch upon fome of 
the chief and principal Kinds of it: Next to fhew the Nature 
and Greatnefs thereof, as alfo the Caufes and Signs of it; and 
laftly to Prefcribe fuch Remedies as are Neceflary for the Cure 
of the Difeafe of the Mind. 

In the next Chapter then he Treats of the Subje& of Logo- 
machiz, or of the Perfonsin whom they are chiefly to be found, 
which he fays in the General are the Learned. More particu- 
larly he takes notice of the Logomachia, which happen’d in 
Divinity between the Latin and Greek Churches about the 
Word Hypoftafis ; the DoGrine of the Trinity,and the Proceflion, 
of the Holy Ghoft from the Father and the Son. Next he 
pafles on to the Logomachia to be met with among the School- 
men and modern Divines, among the Civilians and Phyficians, 


and amongft Philofophers, with whom he {ays ’tis molt Rife, 
Lill which 
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which he proves from the Inftances of the Quarrels that hap- 
pend between the Sroicks and Peripateticks, between the Stoicks 
and Epicureans, between Plato and Arifforle, and the Modern 
Schoolmen, with refpe& to Phyficks, Metaphyficks and Lo- 
gicks, : 

” We pafs over what is farther advanc’d in this Chapter, and 
having not Room in this, we fhall referve a further Account of 
the Remaining Chapters of this Differtation, with that Con- 
cerning the Meteors of Speech to our next Journal. 
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The State of Learning. 


a 


FRANCE 
T PARIS is lately publifh’d, Aiftoire des Indulgences @ 


des Fubilez, avec des inftruttions poxr en expliquer le Dog- 
me; Et ow il eft encore traite de VOrigine des Confrerier{es. 
Pratique Efficace pour Bien monrir, ou donble preparation a la 
bonne Mort, Cc. 


At HAVREGRACE, is publifh’d,  Noxveanx Principes de 
Navigation contenans la Connoiffance & diftribution dutemps, © la 
Refor mation du-Calendrier Romain, Veffence & PUfage du Nombre 
d'Or, de VFpatte, de Vage dela Lune, G& du Retardment des 
Marées. -Les Moyens de trouver le jour egare, le Lever, & Cou- 
cher de la Lune, le Cycle, Solaire, les Lettres Dominica les & Fee 
riales, les Feftes mobiles CG smmobiles. Et un Abrege de la Sphere 
du Monde, on font expliquees les principales Definitions & Syftemes 
des Aftronemes, Gc. le tout tres utile & neceffaire a tous Naviga- 
teurs, & autres perfonnes Curienfes. Par Charles Herubel, du Ha- 
wre, enfeignant la Navigation, 1702. 8vo. Pag. 248. 


DENMARK. 


; 


‘+--+ According to our Promife.in the laft Month, we 
fhall here prefent you with the Titles of feveral Books 
publifhed lately in that Country, as tranfmitted from thence 
to the Journalift of the Asemoires pour | Hiftoire des Sciences 
C des beanx Arts, and mention’d by that Foreign Journal by 
way of Extract. | : 


LI1l 2 The 
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The Firft Book mention’d, is Intituled, Orthon’s Sperlingis 
Confiliarit Regii CG Furis confults de Nummarum, brakeaterum 
&cavornm-nofire—ac-Supertores atatis~-0vigine—ac—progreffie—ad 
hew...Dowminum- Fave Aimtlen Epifiola Chis Sperling is it feems 
a Feilow of the Royal Society of Lewdox, and one very much 
addicted to the enquiring after the Hiftory and Antiquities 
of Denmark, and from whom we might_expec great Lights 
into thefe\Matters, did. nat his great Age and the pablick Af. 
fairs divert him from it. 


A Second Book publiff’d, is, That Mr. Thomas Broder Bir. 
cherod, and has for its Title, Specimen antique vei Monetarie 
Danorum ab antiguiffimis temporibis inveftigata, cum figuris aneis 
prefertim a tempore Chriftianifmi in Dania ad initinum ai{picae 
riffimum Imperis Stirpis Oldenburgia. 


A Third Book lately Printed in that Country is intituled, 
Cafpari Bartholint Thoma Filii Specimen Hiftoria Anatomica pars 
tiuin Corporis humani ad recentiorummentem accommodate, novif- 


que ilinfirationious illuftrata, in ato. Pag-1%7. 


Peter Brinch, one of the Profeflors of Denmark, has pub» 
iifhed two Tra&s on the Hiftory and Chronology of the Old 
‘eftament. One in Danifh, latituled, Det gamle tefiamentes 
4000 Aars Chronologie og Hraclitiske Hifforie, Gc. The other 
in Latin, Intituled, Petr: Brinch Collegis Medici infpettoris Chre- 
nolezia @ Hifforia Fl. Fofephi examen, Ge. in gto. 


Another Treatife Intituled, Extecwii Sophiffe Paraphralis pro- 
a : - . : * . \ ° 4 
faica in Oppiant Ixeutica, nunc primum ex MSS. Grace editn. & 
Latina verfione donata ab Erafmo, Pauli Filto Windingio. 


Befides thefe, there are feveral other Books mentioned in the 


Denmark Account,particularly there isa Catalogue of the Works 
ef Oliger Facobex?, with his Charatter and ‘Elogy at large. 


Books 

















BOOKS publifbed this Month and. not Abridged. 


He Parliamentary Origi- 

nal and Rights of the 
Lower Houfe of Convocation 
Cleared, and the Evidences of 
its Separation from the Upper- 
Honfe Produc’d on feveral 
Heads: Particularly, in the 
Point of making feparate Ap- 
plications, (as a diftinct Body 
of Men) to other Bodies or 
Perfons ; in purfuance of an 
Argument for the Power of 
the Lower Houle to Adjourn it 
felf: To which is added, A 
Preface,-giving an Account of 
the Difhoneft Methods of An- 
fwering Books, taken-up by 
the Chief Afferter of the Arch- 
bifhop’s Sole Power, in his late 
pretended Review of the Cafe 
of the Schedule. 

A Vindication of the 23d 
Article of the Church of Exg- 
lend, from a date Expolition, 
afcribed to my Lord Bifhop of 
SAT i#t71. 

God’s Biefling on the Ufe of 
Mineral Waters. A Sermon 
Preach’d at the Chapel of Tuy- 
bridge-Wells, Septemb. 6. 1702. 
By Will. Nichols, D.D. Publifht 
at the Requeft of the Hearers. 


All three Printed for Thoma‘ 
Bennet at the Half-Moon in St: 
Paul’s Clurch-yard. 

Dr. Stanhope’s Sixth Sermon 
at Boyle’s Lecture for the year: 
1702. Printed for R. Sare. 

Comprehenfion without Al- 
terations. A Sheet in Quar- 
to. 

A Seafonable Caution to the 
Members of this New Parlia- 
ment. Written and put ouc 
againft their Sitting, O¢tob, 20. 
1702. By one that holds Com- 
munion with the Church. 
Sold by A. Baldwin. 

The Charaéter of the True 
Publick Spirit, efpecially with 
Relation to the Il] Condition of 
a Nation, through the Preva- 
lency of the Private Spirit, 
Selfifh, and Sinifter Defigns. In 
‘Fwo Effays, &c. 

The Prince of Wales. A 
Poem. Sold by A. Baldwin. 

The True Charaéter of a 
Churchman, fhewing the Falfe 
Pretences tothat Name. To- 
gether with the Character of 
a Low Church-Man, drawn in 
Anl{wer to it, with Remarks. 


Sold by 4, Baldwin: 
A 
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A Journal of the feveral 
Sieges of Key/erwacrt, Landa, 
and Venlo, &c. Printed for D. 
Brown, 

Exropa Lrbera, or, A proba- 
ble Expedient (the like fcarce 
ever to be hop’d for again) to 
Reftore and fecure the publick 
Peace of Europe, for this and 
future Ages. Sold by 7. Nur. 

A Sermon betore the Society 
for Reformation of Manners, at 
the Chapel at Coleford. By Hum. 
Jorden, A. M. Lecturer of 


Che tevks vf the Ls arn ED, 


Newland, and late Fellow of 
Pembroke College, Oxon. 

A Sermon Preach’d in the 
Chapel at Coleford in the Parith 
of Newland in the County of 
Gloucefter, before the Society 
for Reformation of Manners, 
By William Harrifon of Stanto, 
Printed for 7. Downing. 

‘The Intereft of Chriftian 
Princes confider’d, in Relation 
to the Prefent War. InaLet- 
ter from /tenna to a Gentleman 
in London. : 


THE 
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